
A Bonvouloir 
<ra3ajw@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to A 
Bonvouloir

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Bonvouloir
PO Box 70185
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-0185





A Braswell 
<areone0630@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to A 
Braswell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Braswell
PO Box 20042
Bradenton, FL 34204-0042





a Mercaldo 
<agoldieme@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to a 
Mercaldo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. a Mercaldo
235 Marengo Ave
Forest Park, IL 60130-1679





A Rambeck 
<demajos@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to A 
Rambeck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Rambeck
Sauk Rapids
Sauk Rapids, MN 56379-2110





A Roush 
<alfielou@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to A 
Roush

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. A Roush
5 Maple St
Pepperell, MA 01463-1022





Aaron Griffiths 
<awgriffey@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Aaron 
Griffiths

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Griffiths
5220 Wendela St
Oceanside, CA 92056-2386





AARON RICHARDS 
<asrichards@stoel.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
AARON RICHARDS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. AARON RICHARDS
3610 SW 90th Ave
Portland, OR 97225-2808





Aaron Ucko 
<amu@alum.mit.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Aaron 
Ucko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Ucko
2701 Calvert St NW Apt 309
Washington, DC 20008-2618





Aaron Wolf 
<wolftune@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Aaron 
Wolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Wolf
714 5th St
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-4843





Aaron Wunsch 
<aaronwunsch@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Aaron 
Wunsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Aaron Wunsch
Historic Preservation, Meyerson Hall, U Penn
Philadelphia, PA 19104





abbie jenks 
<gandhi0324@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to abbie 
jenks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. abbie jenks
18 Jones Rd
Pelham, MA 01002-9715





Abby Gail Layton 
<avigael@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Abby 
Gail Layton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Abby Gail Layton
97958 Payne Rd
Brookings, OR 97415-9289





Abby Rubinson 
<arubinson@earthjustic
e.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Abby 
Rubinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Abby Rubinson
426 17th St
Oakland, CA 94612-2820





Abigail Dean 
<abigail_dean@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Abigail Dean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Abigail Dean
4107 N Lawler Ave
Chicago, IL 60641-1743





Ace Jorg 
<acejorg@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ace 
Jorg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ace Jorg
olive
prospect hts., IL 60070





adam baer 
<abx400@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to adam 
baer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. adam baer
400 S 2nd St
Brooklyn, NY 11211-5813





Adam Bruce 
<adam-bassman@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Adam 
Bruce

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Adam Bruce
361 N Cranberry Ave
Peshtigo, WI 54157-1102





Adam Carter 
<carl.adam.carter@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Adam 
Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Carter
7405 Hedges Ave
Raytown, MO 64133-6733





Adam Loomis 
<adamloomis61@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Adam 
Loomis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Loomis

NY 13092





Adam Schofield 
<kelvingrove27@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Adam 
Schofield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Schofield
8415 34th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98126-3757





Adam Stringer 
<adamstringer79@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Adam 
Stringer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Stringer
17735 Chorvat Ave
Spring Hill, FL 34610-6056





Adam Zion 
<azion1995@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Adam 
Zion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Zion
7035 Lincoln Dr
Philadelphia, PA 19119-2541





Adaria Armstrong 
<dj3aaa@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Adaria Armstrong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adaria Armstrong
151 Bridge Ave
Red Bank, NJ 07701-1232





Adele Gamble 
<adelegam@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Adele 
Gamble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Adele Gamble
1608 Woodhue Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7928





Adele Leach 
<adelel@windstream.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Adele 
Leach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adele Leach
995 Center Point Rd W
Cub Run, KY 42729-8640





Aditi Sundarajan 
<aditi14@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Aditi 
Sundarajan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aditi Sundarajan
1105 Ashhurst Ln
Mckinney, TX 75071-7490





Adolfo Lopez 
<adolfolopez13@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Adolfo 
Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adolfo Lopez
4986 Field St
San Diego, CA 92110-2204





Adolph Biel 
<louiebiel@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Adolph Biel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adolph Biel
249 Dunchurch Rd
Columbus, OH 43230-2513





Adrian Carstens 
<aecarstens@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Adrian Carstens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adrian Carstens
913 Central Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-3405





Adrian Juarez 
<pontius.platners@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Adrian Juarez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adrian Juarez
35 River Dr S Apt 1810
Jersey City, NJ 07310-2724





Adriana Roca-ricketts 
<adriroca@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Adriana Roca-ricketts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Adriana Roca-ricketts
1708 Redondo Ave Apt 7
Long Beach, CA 90804-1985





Adrienne Barton 
<adrienne_barton@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Adrienne Barton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adrienne Barton
2423 Lexington Rd
Falls Church, VA 22043-3222





Adrienne dearden 
<adrienne.dearden@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Adrienne dearden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Adrienne dearden
1422 E 6th St
Pratt, KS 67124-3105





Adrienne Kligman 
<adriennekligman@veri
zon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Adrienne Kligman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Adrienne Kligman
447 Foxen Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2510





Adrienne Ross 
<ahlight@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Adrienne Ross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Adrienne Ross
19 Cerro Blanco Rd
Lamy, NM 87540-9525





Adrienne Thomas 
<atlagunabeach@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Adrienne Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Adrienne Thomas
435 Bonvue Ter
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1508





Agatha Forest 
<fforest@ameritech.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Agatha Forest

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Agatha Forest
229 Cedar Ave
Lake Villa, IL 60046-8409





Agnieszka Podlaska 
<agnieszka.podlaska@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Agnieszka Podlaska

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Agnieszka Podlaska
10 Oakwood Ave
Miller Place, NY 11764-2321





Aida Sheets 
<aida@tampabay.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Aida 
Sheets

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aida Sheets
6926 10th Ave N
St Petersburg, FL 33710-6152





Aida Shirley 
<aidashirley@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Aida 
Shirley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aida Shirley
8734 Stockholm Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89147-8101





Aiden Zimmermann 
<summertime.boy6@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Aiden 
Zimmermann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aiden Zimmermann

IL





Aileen Gribbin 
<agribbin@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Aileen 
Gribbin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aileen Gribbin
184 Thompson St
New York, NY 10012-2539





AILEEN VEGA 
<aileenv2000@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
AILEEN VEGA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. AILEEN VEGA

CLARK, NJ 07066-2022





Aimee Bennett 
<abennett@hawaii.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Aimee 
Bennett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aimee Bennett
1201Wilder Ave # 1704
Honolulu, HI 96822-3160





aimee whitman 
<thegen@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to aimee 
whitman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. aimee whitman
28 Wood Rd
Bedford Hills, NY 10507-1218





Aiyanna Looney 
<aiyannalooney@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Aiyanna Looney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aiyanna Looney
1502 7th Ave W
Oskaloosa, IA 52577-3650





Al Roeder 
<branman@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Al 
Roeder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Al Roeder
662 N 85th St
Omaha, NE 68114-3565





Alan Bailey 
<alanbailey@undalumni.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Bailey
715 Emerson Dr
Rockford, IL 61108-3809





Alan Barthel 
<alnbarthel@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Barthel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alan Barthel
800 S 4th St Apt 2401
Louisville, KY 40203-2187





Alan Bradley 
<abradley@lakesideban
k.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Bradley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Bradley
1055 W Roosevelt Rd
Chicago, IL 60608-1559





Alan Dube 
<adube55@aim.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Dube

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Dube
59 Baylies Rd
Charlton, MA 01507-6523





Alan Eberhart 
<aeber52@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Eberhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Eberhart
1865 Shoshone Dr Apt 24
Lafayette, IN 47909-2667





Alan Fiermonte 
<savetheplanet@down2
earthadventures.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Fiermonte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Fiermonte
415 W 10th Ave
Conshohocken, PA 19428-1415





Alan Herman 
<alan.herman@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Herman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Herman
1 Jersey St
New York, NY 10012-3333





Alan Holt 
<alanlholt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Holt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Holt
PO Box 2183
Manchaca, TX 78652-2183





Alan Jody Nishman 
<jodypenny@crocker.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Jody Nishman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Jody Nishman
23 O'Neil Rd
Haydenville, MA 01039-9717





Alan Loayza 
<alanloayza@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Loayza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Loayza
20062 Merridy St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3529





Alan Schenck 
<aschenck771@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Schenck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Schenck
1784 Kimberly Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-5231





Alan Winston 
<aclu@vms.kicks-ass.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Winston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Winston
1122 Hudson St
Redwood City, CA 94061-2209





Alan Wojtalik 
<alan_wojtalik@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alan 
Wojtalik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Wojtalik
3723 Green Oak Ct
Baltimore, MD 21234-4258





"Alana S. Hoff" 
<fynthnx@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Alana S. Hoff"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alana S. Hoff
9975 Suburban Village Ln
North Chesterfield, VA 23235-4844





Alana Willroth 
<alana111@mailaka.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Alana 
Willroth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alana Willroth

MN





Albert and Marcia Hertz  
<casperlory@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Albert 
and Marcia Hertz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Albert and Marcia Hertz
659 W Aldine Ave
Chicago, IL 60657-3423





"Albert A. Gustaveson" 
<aglabhsl@arvig.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Albert A. Gustaveson"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert A. Gustaveson
49949 Horseshoe Lake Rd
Marcell, MN 56657-2162





Albert Gauna 
<gaunaae@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Albert 
Gauna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Gauna
606 N Linden Ave
Trinidad, CO 81082-1916





"Albert J. Fecko" 
<slovaky@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Albert J. Fecko"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I'm writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert J. Fecko
8400 Warren Blvd
Center Line, MI 48015-1544





Albert McDonnell  
<amcd41-political@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Albert 
McDonnell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert McDonnell
109 Draper St Apt 3
Dorchester, MA 02122-1723





Albert Stirpe 
<astirpe@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Albert 
Stirpe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Stirpe
6021 Lisi Gardens Dr
Syracuse, NY 13212-1858





Alberta Lesko 
<bertielesko@mindsprin
g.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Alberta Lesko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alberta Lesko
50 Corte De Sabla
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1310





Alberto Flores 
<aflores993@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Alberto Flores

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alberto Flores
360 Paige Ln
Merced, CA 95341-7051





Aldo Fernandez 
<aldocella@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Aldo 
Fernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aldo Fernandez
1740 NW North River Dr
Miami, FL 33125-2335





Alecto Caldwell 
<alectocaldwell@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Alecto 
Caldwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alecto Caldwell
3435 Simmons St
Oakland, CA 94619-3429





Alejandro Teruel 
<sf_ale15@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Alejandro Teruel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alejandro Teruel
13920 SW 52nd Ln
Miami, FL 33175-5180





Aleksandra Biedron 
<ogurek@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Aleksandra Biedron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aleksandra Biedron
237 New Jersey Ave
Union, NJ 07083-9215





Alessa Lanning 
<alessalanning@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Alessa Lanning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alessa Lanning
4512 14th St NW
Canton, OH 44708-2737





Aleta Wallach 
<wallachjs@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Aleta 
Wallach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aleta Wallach
355 25th St
Santa Monica, CA 90402-2521





Aletta Kraan 
<aletta@rogers.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Aletta 
Kraan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aletta Kraan
208 Sutherland str . N.
Stayner, CO 25740





Alex Brownstein 
<abpyroclastic@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Brownstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alex Brownstein
62 Lauren Ave
Dix Hills, NY 11746-6629





Alex Burian 
<miscstuff51@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Burian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Burian
7003 Pyramid Dr
Plainfield, IL 60586-1682





Alex Gibson 
<rhvrealty@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Gibson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Gibson
521 W Prospect Mtn Dr
Estes Park, CO 80517-7727





Alex Gile 
<agile@iastate.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Gile

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Alex Gile
401 Fairview Dr
Oskaloosa, IA 52577-9512





Alex Mathai 
<shibones@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Mathai

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Mathai
213 W Wisconsin St Apt 1
Chicago, IL 60614-5412





Alex Moser 
<alex.g.moser@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Moser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Moser
1628 Cayman Ct
Naples, FL 34119-8702





Alex Oles 
<residentevil4addict@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Oles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Oles
306 S Garfield St
Hinsdale, IL 60521-4417





Alex Oshiro 
<djrx.cares@hawaii.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Oshiro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

We need to work together to stop companies from raping and polluting
our planet for profit and greed.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Oshiro
1920 Kahakai Dr



Honolulu, HI 96814-4820



Alex Sera 
<blackmesa@cybermes
a.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Sera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Sera
PO Box 1016
Abiquiu, NM 87510-1016





Alex Sokolow 
<asokolow@mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Sokolow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Sokolow
1310 20th St Apt 4
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2022





Alex Stromeyer 
<ecoalex1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Stromeyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Stromeyer
5910 Old Gulch Rd
San Andreas, CA 95249-9720





alex tobias 
<alextobias1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to alex 
tobias

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. alex tobias
2015 E 7th St Apt A7
Brooklyn, NY 11223-3122





Alex Volmer 
<abv5@cornell.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Volmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Volmer
26 Narragansett Cv
San Rafael, CA 94901-4476





Alex Youngs 
<alex_youngs@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Youngs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right.  Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in
14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and
may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened,
and candidate species.  The plan needs to be partitioned into several,
more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species.  It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.  It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a
company to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the
future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in
terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host
of other factors.  Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have
proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are
simply inadequate.  The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10
or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right.  This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope.  If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Youngs
220 Sandy Ln
Fort Worth, TX 76120-1714





Alex Zukas 
<alexzukas@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alex 
Zukas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alex Zukas
5615 Spartan Dr
San Diego, CA 92115-6135





Alexander Cannara 
<cannara@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Alexander Cannara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alexander Cannara
2043 Sterling Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6015





Alexander Dolowitz 
<adolowitz@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Alexander Dolowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alexander Dolowitz
548 Lochlevan Ln
Murray, UT 84123-3643





Alexander Rony 
<alexanderrony@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 03:19 PM
Please respond to 
Alexander Rony

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

Regional Director, Midwest Region Lisa Mandell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Ecological Services
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Regional Director, Midwest Region Mandell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Ecological Services,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big,
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Alexander Rony





Alexandra Algiere 
<aalgiere@clarku.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Alexandra Algiere

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Alexandra Algiere
950 Main St
Worcester, MA 01610-1400





Alexandra Graziano 
<gr8brit1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Alexandra Graziano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alexandra Graziano
1408 Calle Morera
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-6518





Alexandra Moffat 
<samoffat@valley.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Alexandra Moffat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alexandra Moffat
stonehouse mt rd
lyme ( Mailing), NH 03768





Alexandra Moss 
<alexandra.moss@mail.
goucher.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Alexandra Moss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexandra Moss
1021 Dulaney Valley Rd
Baltimore, MD 21204-2753





Alexandra Prim 
<alexandra.prim@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Alexandra Prim

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Alexandra Prim
52 Kelly Rd Apt 1
Cambridge, MA 02139-4433





Alexis Anderson 
<alexisyael@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Alexis 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Alexis Anderson
144 Union St
Ridgewood, NJ 07450-4413





Alexis Carter 
<sis_alexis@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alexis 
Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexis Carter
12711 Delsanto St
Houston, TX 77045-3525





Alexis Grone 
<mwiherbal@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Alexis 
Grone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexis Grone
5141 E Elena Ave
Mesa, AZ 85206-2808





Alexis Lee 
<alexisspicelandlee@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alexis 
Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Alexis Lee
908 E Washington St
Iowa City, IA 52240-5262





Alexis Wachtel 
<lexmasnik@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Alexis 
Wachtel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexis Wachtel
2341 Fifth Steet
Berkeley, CA 94710





ALFRED PAPILLON 
<butterflywoods@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
ALFRED PAPILLON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ALFRED PAPILLON
4835 Carnoustie Ct
Summerville, SC 29485-8974





ALFREDO ALANIZ 
<texaca@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
ALFREDO ALANIZ

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  I am a citizen of the State of
Texas, which already has a notorious track record with Environmental
and Health Issues, Courtesy of the Koch Industries and OTHER polluters.
You can thank Governor Rick Perry for that.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ALFREDO ALANIZ
3100 Van Hwy
Tyler, TX 75702-2650





Alfredo Ocasio 
<spike20019@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Alfredo Ocasio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alfredo Ocasio
7715 156th Ave
Apt 2
Howard Beach, NY 11414-2323





Alfredo Smith 
<alfredoluvsmith@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Alfredo Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alfredo Smith
1941 Misty Cir
Encinitas, CA 92024-3139





Ali Tweten 
<alexandra.tweten@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ali 
Tweten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ali Tweten
955 E Edgeware Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90026-5129





Alice Goss 
<allie@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Goss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. These industries are notorious for environmental damage
please don't allow this.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alice Goss
3885 Campbell Rd
Clinton, WA 98236-8623





Alice Meshbane 
<ameshbane@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Meshbane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Meshbane
891 SW 21st St
Boca Raton, FL 33486-6942





Alice Montgomery 
<crueljustice@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Montgomery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Montgomery
4763 Nottingham Dr
Fort Myers, FL 33905-4119





Alice Mulberry 
<latinlives@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Mulberry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alice Mulberry
5542 S Blackstone Ave
Chicago, IL 60637-1854





Alice Neuhauser 
<apntrc@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Neuhauser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Neuhauser
1466 11th St
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-6108





Alice Ordover 
<alicenyny@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Ordover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Ordover
328 Main St
Apt 15
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5039





Alice ross 
<nlambda@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Alice 
ross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice ross
6600 Star Valley Dr
Memphis, TN 38134-3893





Alice Royer 
<ollie_orca@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Royer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Royer
508 NW 43rd St
Seattle, WA 98107-5010





Alice Vankoevering 
<alicevk0203@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Alice 
Vankoevering

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Vankoevering
7138 Jefferson Rd
Brooklyn, MI 49230-8476





Alicia Couch-Edwards 
<monk6280@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Alicia 
Couch-Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alicia Couch-Edwards
230 Bushy Hill Rd
Simsbury, CT 06070-2637





Alicia Culbertson 
<lazyjanda@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Alicia 
Culbertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alicia Culbertson
4080 Tower Rd
Rapid City, SD 57701-5391





Alicia Liang 
<liangaf@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alicia 
Liang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alicia Liang
2034 SE Grant St
Portland, OR 97214-5412





Alina Parfenov 
<kuzya.domovenok@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Alina 
Parfenov

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alina Parfenov
2868 Eastmoreland Dr
Columbus, OH 43209-3068





Aline Shipreck 
<alinejship@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Aline 
Shipreck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aline Shipreck
3172 Burlington Dr
Orlando, FL 32837-9039





Alisia Brown 
<chefalisia@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alisia 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Alisia Brown
1591 Wheelock Ridge Rd
Saint Paul, MN 55130-3031





Alison Anderson 
<anderaa@pobox.upenn
.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Alison 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alison Anderson
625 S Bambrey St
Philadelphia, PA 19146-1020





Alison Ellsworth 
<alisonre@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alison 
Ellsworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Ellsworth
71 Baker Hill Rd
Lyme, NH 03768-3800





Alison Halm 
<s_halm@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Alison 
Halm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alison Halm
1631 W Partridge Ct
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-7966





Alison Petruzzo 
<ganoosh@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Alison 
Petruzzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Petruzzo
200 Portland Rd Apt C-8
Highlands, NJ 07732-1930





Alison Stankrauff  
<astankra@iusb.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alison 
Stankrauff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Stankrauff
1236 1/2 Lincoln Way E
South Bend, IN 46601-3729





Alissa Fields 
<alissa@fields-versten.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alissa 
Fields

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alissa Fields
4017 N Maplewood Ave
Chicago, IL 60618-3717





Alix Bjorklund 
<dralix@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Alix 
Bjorklund

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Alix Bjorklund
369 Montezuma Ave # 418
Santa Fe, NM 87501-2835





Aliza Keddem 
<alizak@pacifier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Aliza 
Keddem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aliza Keddem
36 NE 76th Ave
Portland, OR 97213-6323





Allan Nicholson 
<car166@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Allan 
Nicholson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allan Nicholson
16th
Sea, WA 98168





Allan Orashan 
<aorashan@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Allan 
Orashan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I concur with this letter written by Earthjustice registering  several
concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation
Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allan Orashan
531 S Depeyster St
Kent, OH 44240-3621





Allan Wicht 
<allan_aw@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Allan 
Wicht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allan Wicht
134 Clyde Ave
Evanston, IL 60202-4021





Allen Dean 
<goshenmtn@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Allen 
Dean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Dean
304 Hawksnest
Sautee, GA 30571-5185





Allen Symonds 
<allens5@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Allen 
Symonds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Symonds
PO Box 1773
Aspen, CO 81612-1773





Allen Vogt 
<ajosephvogt@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Allen 
Vogt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Allen Vogt
8248 S 79th St
Franklin, WI 53132-9707





Allen Yun 
<yunschubert@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Allen 
Yun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Yun
1613 Auburn Ave
Rockville, MD 20850-1143





Allison Davie 
<allisonldavie48@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Allison Davie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Davie
724 S Ivory St
Spokane, WA 99202-2449





Allison Hassell 
<allison.hassell@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Allison Hassell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Hassell
105 Kimberly Ter
Greensboro, NC 27408-4915





Allison Holaday 
<aholaday1976@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Allison Holaday

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Holaday
1384 Kingstown Rd
Wakefield, RI 02879-2444





Allison Ross 
<thralkr@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Allison Ross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Allison Ross
159 Lawrence Rd
Richmond, VT 05477-9800





Ally Fierke 
<jagerandsofia@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Ally 
Fierke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ally Fierke
880 W 1st St
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2443





Allyn Schneider 
<aschneider@hargray.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Allyn 
Schneider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allyn Schneider
74 Peninsula Dr
Hilton Head Island, SC 29926-1119





Allysa Aaron 
<allysaaaron373@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Allysa 
Aaron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allysa Aaron
276 Via Di Citta Dr
Henderson, NV 89011-0849





Allysa Lapine 
<alapine86@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Allysa 
Lapine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Allysa Lapine
1518 W 4th Ave Apt L
Stillwater, OK 74074-2957





Alma Ibrekic 
<bossalma@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Alma 
Ibrekic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Alma Ibrekic
20878 NW Painted Mountain
Beaverton, OR 97006





Alma Princip 
<almaprincip@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alma 
Princip

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Alma Princip
2751 N Kostner Ave
Chicago, IL 60639-2055





Alta Rudomin 
<alta.rudomin@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Alta 
Rudomin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alta Rudomin
24 Canterbury Dr
Northridge, CA 91324-3603





Alvera Baslee 
<abaslee@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Alvera 
Baslee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alvera Baslee
17481 Highway 41
Boonville, MO 65233-2544





Alyssa Reindel 
<aly_jade@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Alyssa Reindel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alyssa Reindel
937 Wheel Cir
Carbondale, CO 81623-1558





Amado Mercado 
<spuk11_99@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Amado Mercado

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Amado Mercado
PO Box 710
San Antonio, PR 00690-0710





Amanda Camden 
<i4u2cc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Camden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Amanda Camden
132 Indian Run Trl
Hardy, VA 24101-2704





Amanda Doshi 
<amandadoshi@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Doshi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Doshi
PO Box 3770
Incline Village, NV 89450-3770





amanda glover 
<amanda@muddycat.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
amanda glover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. amanda glover
827 Venezia Ave
Venice, CA 90291-3927





Amanda Halene 
<amandahalene@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Halene

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Halene
170 1/2 Garfield Pl
Brooklyn, NY 11215-2141





Amanda King 
<tommyfaris109@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda King

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Amanda King
25 Winooski Falls Way
Winooski, VT 05404-2269





Amanda Macmillan 
<cpgsgirl2002@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Macmillan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amanda Macmillan
288 Riviera Dr
Lemoore, CA 93245-9009





Amanda Maull 
<aem11@psu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Maull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Maull
PO Box 663
Lemont, PA 16851-0663





Amanda Overstreet  
<mandaoverstreet@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Overstreet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Overstreet
3468 1/2 Ligonier St
Pittsburgh, PA 15201-1357





Amanda Prasuhn 
<amandaprasuhn@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Prasuhn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Prasuhn
845 N Geyer Rd
Kirkwood, MO 63122-2703





Amanda Rose 
<a.rose@centurytel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Rose
PO Box 584
815 Main Street
San Luis, CO 81152-0584





Amanda Scuder 
<mandy375@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Scuder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Scuder
175 W 92nd St Apt 6d
New York, NY 10025-7523





Amanda Simondson 
<amandajsimondson@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Simondson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Simondson
160 Viscount Dr
Williamsville, NY 14221-1770





Amanda Withrow 
<mandybug18@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Amanda Withrow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amanda Withrow
2940 Elm St
Los Angeles, CA 90065-1965





Amaranta Arcadia 
Castillo Gomez 
<amarcadia@yahoo.co
m.mx>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Amaranta Arcadia 
Castillo Gomez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amaranta Arcadia Castillo Gomez
Ignacio López Rayón 401-3
Tampico, NV 89130





Amber Davidson 
<phillydavidson@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Davidson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amber Davidson
1203 Dothan Rd
Columbia, SC 29210-3947





Amber Garlan 
<amber@hammclinic.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Garlan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amber Garlan
9 7th Pl W Apt 346
Saint Paul, MN 55102-1184





Amber Grandpre 
<photos247@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Grandpre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amber Grandpre
609 San Miguel Ct
Roseville, CA 95747-6842





amber jayanti 
<practical-mystic@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to amber 
jayanti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. amber jayanti
PO Box 3489
Santa Cruz, CA 95063-3489





Amber Sims 
<amber@ambersims.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Sims

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amber Sims
803 Fawn Pl
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2421





Amber Thompson 
<athompson001@ne.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amber Thompson
6 Spring St
Groveton, NH 03582-4097





Amber Thrasher 
<aecarstensen@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Thrasher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amber Thrasher
6884 Eric Pl SE
Port Orchard, WA 98367-9023





Amber Tidwell 
<etoile90230@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Amber Tidwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amber Tidwell
2420 1/2 N Beachwood Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3005





Amberly Mason 
<whimsicalwarrior@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Amberly Mason

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Amberly Mason
36 Sandview Dr
Bay Point, CA 94565-1336





Amelia Roberts 
<ameliaroberts715@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Amelia Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amelia Roberts
1180 Northrup Rd
Penfield, NY 14526-9734





Amelia Tumlin 
<fennya@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Amelia Tumlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amelia Tumlin
206 Copperplate Ln
Peachtree City, GA 30269-2603





Ami Lynch 
<amilynch@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ami 
Lynch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ami Lynch
1822 W Girard Ave # 3
Philadelphia, PA 19130-1516





Amory Weld 
<amoryweld@mac.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Amory Weld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amory Weld
21 Summer St Apt 2
Topsham, ME 04086-1634





Amy Atkins 
<aatkins@fastmail.fm>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Atkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Atkins
1610 Los Alamos Ave SW
Albuquerque, NM 87104-1122





Amy Benesch 
<magrealism@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Benesch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Amy Benesch
1360 Midland Ave Apt 5b
Bronxville, NY 10708-6824





Amy Berg 
<amyhere@optimum.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Berg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Berg
33 Strawberry Patch Ln
Stamford, CT 06902-2561





Amy Carretto 
<gelsamina23@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Carretto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Amy Carretto
35 Brierwood Ln
Burlington, VT 05408-2605





Amy Clark 
<rowanjoy01@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Clark
8620 Sisson Hwy
Eden, NY 14057-9590





Amy Delaney 
<adelaney@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Delaney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Delaney
433 E 83rd St
New York, NY 10028-6122





amy dingman 
<msamycutie@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to amy 
dingman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. amy dingman
7408 Purple Fringe Rd SW
Albuquerque, NM 87121-6383





Amy Doering 
<doeringamy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Doering

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Doering
2308 1/4Th Pisani Pl.
Venice, CA 90291





Amy Elepano 
<ajco73@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Elepano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Elepano
7619 Clarendon Bend Ln
Richmond, TX 77407-2392





Amy Fleiss 
<afleiss5@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Fleiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Fleiss
12125 Weddington St Apt 3
Valley Village, CA 91607-2687





Amy Franzen 
<apfranzen@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Franzen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Franzen
3141 Hutchison Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3228





Amy Hailstone 
<ahailstone@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Hailstone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Hailstone
295 Stoner Creek Ct
Mount Juliet, TN 37122-3620





Amy Holt 
<amylou313@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Holt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Holt
2952 Ivanhoe Gln
Fitchburg, WI 53711-5297





Amy Hopkins 
<hopkinsus@cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Hopkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Amy Hopkins
250 Schoolside Ln
Guilford, CT 06437-1853





Amy Pelletier 
<amylovesviolet@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Pelletier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Pelletier
168 N Main St
Wallingford, CT 06492-3714





Amy Reger 
<regeramy@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Reger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Reger
752 7th St SE Apt B
Washington, DC 20003-2739





Amy Schneider 
<amyshome@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Schneider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Schneider
48 Oxford Rd
Newton, MA 02459-2405





Amy Schoppert 
<amykingschoppert@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Schoppert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Schoppert
3320 N 30th St
Tacoma, WA 98407-6253





Amy Schwartz 
<amys60@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Schwartz
6801 N Solaz Cuarto
Tucson, AZ 85718-1154





Amy Sprauer 
<freedom3194@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Sprauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Sprauer
42 Crosby Ave
Edison, NJ 08817-4215





Amy Tarleton 
<aetarleton@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Tarleton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Tarleton
2492 Lewis Ln
Finksburg, MD 21048-1439





Amy Walter 
<cobblestoneamy@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Walter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Walter
PO Box 15271
Seattle, WA 98115-0271





Amy Wilhite 
<info@bodywork.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Amy 
Wilhite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Amy Wilhite
93612 China Mountain Rd
Port Orford, OR 97465-8645





Ana Chou 
<88anazhou@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ana 
Chou

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Chou
3256 Ramona St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2944





Ana Gutiérrez 
<zorayda7@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ana 
Gutiérrez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Ana Gutiérrez
Managua
Managua, NY 12345





Ana Hale 
<hanalea07@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ana 
Hale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. It would be an egregious violation of what most
Americans hold dear.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Hale
700 County Road 225
Durango, CO 81301-8281





Ana Rincon 
<rinconart@rinconart.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ana 
Rincon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ana Rincon
6717 Rolling Meadows Dr Apt 221
Sparks, NV 89436-0108





Ana Ulisses 
<anaulisses@netcabo.pt
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Ana 
Ulisses

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ana Ulisses
R. Irmãos Sousa
Braga, PR 47152





Analiese Miller 
<theanthropologist@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Analiese Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Analiese Miller



Anastasia Berta 
<designbyanastasia@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Anastasia Berta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anastasia Berta
1251 Parker Pl Unit 4d
San Diego, CA 92109-5200





Ancel Patten 
<buddyjerri@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Ancel 
Patten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ancel Patten
2136 Grove St
Longview, WA 98632-9810





Andra Chaney 
<andrajenee@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Andra 
Chaney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Andra Chaney
3175 Elgin St
Baton Rouge, LA 70805-7314





Andre Meaux 
<mrunc07@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Andre 
Meaux

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andre Meaux
3724 Karen Pkwy
Apt 203
Waterford, MI 48328-4676





Andrea Ackerman 
<mullaneyandackerman
@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Ackerman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrea Ackerman
109 W 26th St
New York, NY 10001-6806





Andrea Bonnett 
<aesabet11@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Bonnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Bonnett
2450 Lake Ave # 306
Altadena, CA 91001-2442





Andrea Brady 
<andrea_brady@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Brady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Brady
273 Clifton Pl # 1f
Brooklyn, NY 11216-1105





Andrea Byers 
<drebyers@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Byers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Byers
1949 7th Ave
Oakland, CA 94606-2559





Andrea Chisari 
<chisaria@peoplepc.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Chisari

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Chisari
720 Walker Rd
Titusville, FL 32780-3931





Andrea Costello 
<acostello1234@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Costello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Costello
1234 N Edgemont St Apt 211
Los Angeles, CA 90029-4900





Andrea Cox 
<truthchord@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Cox
15201 Roger Rd
Leavenworth, KS 66048-8007





Andrea Drinard 
<paprmoon@europa.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Drinard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Drinard
2023 SE 24th Ave
Portland, OR 97214-5501





andrea duncan 
<andrea.s.duncan@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
andrea duncan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. andrea duncan

Louisville, HI 96744





Andrea Fox 
<dreafox@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Fox
1427 Walker Dr NW
Lancaster, OH 43130-7989





Andrea Fritz 
<andreafritz22@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Fritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Fritz
2270 S 102nd St Apt 8
West Allis, WI 53227-1358





Andrea Hobright 
<ahobright@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Hobright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Hobright
1314 Wayridge Dr
Madison, WI 53704-7804





Andrea Kehoe 
<amkehoe5@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Kehoe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Kehoe
1027 Dogwood Trl
Franklin Lakes, NJ 07417-1607





Andrea Lieberman 
<anlieberman@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Lieberman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrea Lieberman
3115 Coolidge Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-1216





Andrea Matzke 
<amatzke@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Matzke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Matzke
1008 7th St Apt 5
Santa Monica, CA 90403-4054





andrea mears 
<andreamears@bellsout
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
andrea mears

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. andrea mears
6785 51st Ave
Vero Beach, FL 32967-5320





Andrea Payne 
<akobanpayne@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Payne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Andrea Payne
456 Rock Glen Dr
Wynnewood, PA 19096-2619





Andrea Pennisi 
<gatto505@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Pennisi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrea Pennisi
PO Box 20414
New York, NY 10009-8960





Andrea Potocny 
<ampotocny@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Potocny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Andrea Potocny
120 Via Cantebria Apt B28
Encinitas, CA 92024-5812





Andrea Rapp 
<aerdnappar@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Rapp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Rapp
874 Onieda
Flagstaff, AZ 86001-4081





Andrea Smith 
<whitewolfyuki@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Smith
151 W Ithica Pl
Broken Arrow, OK 74012-7940





Andrea Smith 
<andreasmith1985@aim
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Smith
211 Florida Ave
Williamstown, NJ 08094-5450





Andrea Swann 
<andreaeswann@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Swann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Swann
2898 Fawnwood Cir
Valdosta, GA 31602-4119





Andrea Wolff 
<andreawolff@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Wolff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Wolff
35 Childsworth Ave
Bernardsville, NJ 07924-2324





Andrea Zinn 
<andreazinn050@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Andrea Zinn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andrea Zinn
629 E 24th St
Brooklyn, NY 11210-1131





Andree Spark-DePass 
<rsparkdepass@hvc.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Andree Spark-DePass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Andree Spark-DePass
46 Fraleigh St
Red Hook, NY 12571-1522





andres berkstein 
<bestiapeluda38@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
andres berkstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. andres berkstein
4215 Glencoe Ave
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-5698





Andresa Carvalho 
<andresagirl@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Andresa Carvalho

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Andresa Carvalho
8401 W Sample Rd Apt 39
Coral Springs, FL 33065-4626





Andrew chase yngsdahl  
<ayngsdahl@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew chase yngsdahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew chase yngsdahl
1318 Carpenter St
Madison, WI 53704-4160





Andrew Frey 
<arfrey00@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Frey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Frey
85 N Holliston Ave Apt 12
Pasadena, CA 91106-1929





Andrew Hall 
<freestyle89@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Hall
3850 Rio Rd Apt 48
Carmel, CA 93923-8627





Andrew Johnson 
<kajohnson1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Johnson
7132 Donald Wilson Dr
Fairview, TN 37062-7267





Andrew Korkes 
<ark000@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Korkes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Korkes
9 Fernriver avenue
Wayne, NJ 07470-4802





Andrew Kurzweil 
<ackurz@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Kurzweil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Kurzweil
PO Box 290601
Brooklyn, NY 11229-0601





Andrew Lenz 
<lenz8nick@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Lenz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Lenz
PO Box 59
Leverett, MA 01054-0059





Andrew Linn 
<andrew@linnonline.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Linn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Linn
1357 Scrub Oak Cir
Boulder, CO 80305-6219





Andrew Moignard 
<tub57629@temple.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Moignard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Moignard
1640 Fairfield Rd
Yardley, PA 19067-3942





Andrew Morse 
<altashhetha@netscape
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Morse

OR 97221-2719





Andrew Nelson 
<anmah@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Nelson
72 E Seneca St
Oswego, NY 13126-1124





Andrew Noonan 
<anoonan@scu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Noonan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Noonan
15 Chapel Dr
Lafayette, CA 94549-3309





Andrew Saito 
<zancudojapones@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Saito

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Saito
114 Evans St # 1a
Iowa City, IA 52245-2612





andrew SESSA 
<andysessa@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
andrew SESSA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. andrew SESSA
3153 Shore Pkwy
Brooklyn, NY 11235-5118





Andrew Shaw 
<andrewshawjapan@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Shaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Shaw
2796 McClelland St
Salt Lake City, UT 84106-2238





Andrew Spinney 
<spinney1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Spinney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Spinney
466 W 17th Ave
Eugene, OR 97401-3869





Andrew Spitalny 
<anspitalny@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Spitalny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Spitalny
16036 N 11th Ave Unit 1133
Phoenix, AZ 85023-8208





Andrew Watson 
<andy@watsonsupply.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Andrew Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Watson
524 Beebe Ct
Frederick, MD 21703-6165





Andria Saia 
<asaia2@wcupa.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Andria Saia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andria Saia
1372 Grove Rd
West Chester, PA 19380-1026





Andriette Redmann 
<andrietter@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Andriette Redmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andriette Redmann

NY





andy buoni 
<rockstar_293@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to andy 
buoni

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. andy buoni
7326 SE 66th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-8015





Andy Cheshier 
<arkayak@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Andy 
Cheshier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Cheshier
196 Antioch Rd
Booneville, AR 72927-6702





Andy hernandez 
<ahernandez7887@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Andy 
hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy hernandez
1149 N El Centro Ave Apt 2
Los Angeles, CA 90038-2817





Andy Lynn 
<ascottlynn@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Andy 
Lynn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Lynn
3671 Colonial Trl
Douglasville, GA 30135-1108





Andy Mijokovich 
<mijokovich@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Andy 
Mijokovich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Mijokovich
1290 Saint Luke Ave
Plain, WI 53577-9617





Andy Winger 
<andy_winger@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Andy 
Winger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Winger
2810 Ashbury Dr
Richardson, TX 75082-4957





Angel Parks 
<aparks@mail.smcvt.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Angel 
Parks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Angel Parks
1 Winooski Park
Colchester, VT 05439-1000





Angela and Gary 
Schwartz 
<angelagary60201@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Angela and Gary 
Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Angela and Gary Schwartz
2200 Prospect Ave
Evanston, IL 60201-1923





Angela Anderson 
<poptart67@frontier.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Anderson
7002 - 137Th Pl. Se
Snohomish, WA 98296-7643





Angela Barton 
<crow10@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Barton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Angela Barton
122 Long St
Vandalia, OH 45377-1927





Angela Mackey 
<angelamackey@sympa
tico.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Mackey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Mackey
65 Joycelyn Crescent
Georgetown, ON L7G 2S6





Angela Manno 
<amanno@angelamann
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Manno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Manno
42 Commerce St
New York, NY 10014-3711





Angela Mathews 
<cpwucs@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Mathews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Angela Mathews
16 S Cottenet St
Irvington, NY 10533-1603





Angela Smith 
<lady_angiebelle@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Angela Smith
75 Edson St
Buffalo, NY 14210-2526





Angela Werneke 
<awerneke@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Angela Werneke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Werneke
3466 Cerrillos Rd
Apt J1
Santa Fe, NM 87507-3014





Angelika Baum 
<angelika711@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Angelika Baum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Angelika Baum
240 Ridge Field Trail
Reno, NV 89523





Angelika Davis 
<apgconsulting@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Angelika Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Angelika Davis
835 6th Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-3529





Angene Feves 
<laura4ever@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Angene Feves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.  TWO YEARS IS MORE THAN ENOUGH TIME TO GIVE ANY
PIPELINE COMPANY. THEY WILL ALWAYS PUT THEIR PROFIT FIRST.  It is
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the
status of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to NO MORE THAN TWO YEARS.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angene Feves
70 Karol Ln
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3505





Angie Affolter 
<angieaffolter@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Angie 
Affolter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angie Affolter
1650 Winston Ct
Mundelein, IL 60060-3372





Angie Cook 
<acook321@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Angie 
Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angie Cook
3580 River Summit Trl
Duluth, GA 30097-2274





Angie Knoer 
<goth241984@roadrunn
er.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Angie 
Knoer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angie Knoer
248 Esser Ave
Buffalo, NY 14207-1212





Ani Balian 
<centaurfreedom@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ani 
Balian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Ani Balian
10631 Lindley Ave
Porter Ranch, CA 91326-3205





Anita Brooks Appelbaum 
<appelbc@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Brooks Appelbaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Anita Brooks Appelbaum
36 Summerhill Rd
Wallingford, CT 06492-3466





Anita Capshaw 
<andstar1@insightbb.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Capshaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anita Capshaw
2301 Swing Dr
Louisville, KY 40299-2742





Anita Cohen 
<twotooandgg@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Cohen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Cohen
6794 E Bonanza Rd
Las Vegas, NV 89110-4156





Anita Hohl 
<simply_ks_amethyst@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Hohl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Hohl
415 E Florida Ave
Greensburg, KS 67054-2215





Anita Kempf 
<anitakempf@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Kempf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anita Kempf
1942 Twilight Gln
Escondido, CA 92026-5014





Anita Marshall 
<amarsh50@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Marshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Marshall
92 Camp Ave
# C
Stamford, CT 06907-1832





Anita Morrison 
<plantgoddess@hevane
t.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Morrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Morrison
12150 SW 9th St
Beaverton, OR 97005-3954





Anita Newman 
<madbeachlady@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anita Newman
14950 Gulf Blvd Apt 1108
Madeira Beach, FL 33708-2052





Anita Trenner 
<atrenner@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Anita 
Trenner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

And in breaking news:  All life on this planet is interconnected.  If
we kill off entire species, we kill ourselves in the long run.  Is this
what we want to leave our children and theirs?  I think NOT!

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Trenner
1142 Krameria St



Denver, CO 80220-4651



Anja Curiskis 
<anjakara@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Anja 
Curiskis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Anja Curiskis
3500 Humboldt Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55408-3316





Anja Schmidt 
<anja0313@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anja 
Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anja Schmidt
2440 Compton Pl
Suwanee, GA 30024-3182





Anke Brady 
<ankebrady@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Anke 
Brady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anke Brady
5323 Greenwillow Ln
San Diego, CA 92130-6842





Ann Albrecht 
<ann_albrecht@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Albrecht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Albrecht

Staunton, VA





Ann Boroch 
<ann@annboroch.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Boroch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Boroch
924 W Orange Grove Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-2010





Ann Brennan 
<brencant@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Brennan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Brennan
559 Greenbush Rd
Blauvelt, NY 10913-1159





Ann Collins 
<happywoman54@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Collins
7067 Creekview Trl
Saint Louis, MO 63123-2434





Ann Coz 
<acoz1966@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Coz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Coz
PO Box 541561
Waltham, MA 02454-1561





Ann Dunkin 
<ann.dunkin@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Dunkin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Dunkin
1721 Askam Ln
Los Altos, CA 94024-7204





Ann Elizabeth Lyon 
<suitcaselyon@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Elizabeth Lyon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Elizabeth Lyon
3529 Maloney Rd
Knoxville, TN 37920-7318





"Ann E. Schmidt" 
<aeschmidt58@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "Ann 
E. Schmidt"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann E. Schmidt
817 N Campbell Ave
Winslow, AZ 86047-3347





Ann Finn 
<ann@finnsfield.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Finn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Finn
2724 N Nelson St
Arlington, VA 22207-5033





Ann Gray 
<annsgray@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Gray
15072 Haslemere Ct
Silver Spring, MD 20906-1746





Ann Gulbransen 
<anng@gulbangi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Gulbransen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Gulbransen
563 Sharon Copley Rd
Wadsworth, OH 44281-9716





Ann Holt 
<kaipii@aloha.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Holt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Holt
2505 Makiki Heights Dr
Honolulu, HI 96822-2549





Ann Hough 
<annhaste@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Hough

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Hough
2844 Country Club Dr
Escondido, CA 92029-3812





Ann Kelly 
<amerlekelly@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Kelly
2605 Rogers Walk
Mount Laurel, NJ 08054-3456





Ann Lange 
<aklange61@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Lange

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ann Lange
1468 Redondo Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84105-3710





Ann lilje 
<annmlilje@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
lilje

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann lilje
11930 W Raining Stars Ln
Tucson, AZ 85743-9431





Ann McCray 
<mccr8060@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
McCray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann McCray
215 Inland Greens Cir
Wilmington, NC 28405-3860





Ann McDonald 
<amcd92119@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
McDonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann McDonald
6575 Golfcrest Dr
San Diego, CA 92119-2414





Ann Newton 
<a_newton58@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Newton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Newton
6115 Plumbago Pl
San Antonio, TX 78218-3105





Ann Northrop 
<ann_northrop@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Northrop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Northrop
1021 17th St Unit B
Santa Monica, CA 90403-4315





Ann Reilly 
<ab19761986@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Reilly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Reilly
721 Victoria Dr
Stevensville, MD 21666-2787





Ann Rogers 
<a-rogers@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Rogers
1236 Peninsula Dr
Traverse City, MI 49686-2857





Ann Sandritter 
<asndrttr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Sandritter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Sandritter
3 Ashwood Mall Apt B
Old Bridge, NJ 08857-4521





Ann Schnaidt 
<ann.schnaidt@frontran
ge.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Schnaidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Schnaidt
618 E Plum St
Fort Collins, CO 80524-3408





Ann skazinski 
<megantu2@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ann 
skazinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann skazinski
12633 Broadmoor Pl
Grand Haven, MI 49417-8336





Ann Stickel 
<snoopae@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Stickel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Stickel
7 Redwood Ave
Whitesboro, NY 13492-2314





Ann Watters 
<twofivestars@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ann 
Watters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Watters
1940 Breyman St NE
Salem, OR 97301-4352





Anna Belle Illien 
<illienusa@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Belle Illien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Anna Belle Illien
1250 Piedmont Ave NE
Atlanta, GA 30309-3392





Anna Boyiazis 
<aboyiazis@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Boyiazis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Boyiazis
7542 W 89th St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3421





Anna Castillo 
<anna-castillo@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Castillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Anna Castillo
4107 Parterre Dr
Frisco, TX 75033-7186





Anna Cruikshank 
<acruikshank@woh.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Cruikshank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,
Anna Cruikshank

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Cruikshank
1495 W Possum Rd



Springfield, OH 45506-2832



Anna Dellago 
<louandel@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Dellago

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Dellago
418 Hillcrest Ave
Morrisville, PA 19067-2209





Anna Engdahl 
<annaengdahl@rocketm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Engdahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Engdahl
894 County Road 94
Hankins, NY 12741-5242





Anna Gedrich 
<anna.gedrich@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Gedrich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Gedrich
74 Mohican Pk Ave
Dobbs Ferry, NY 10522-2309





Anna Gordanier 
<anna.gordanier@att.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Gordanier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Gordanier
3017 Concord Ct
Marina, CA 93933-4003





Anna Hansen 
<dakinidesign@newmex
ico.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Hansen
2008 Kiva Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87505-3206





Anna McNaught 
<mcanna@cavtel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Anna 
McNaught

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna McNaught
742 E Lake Ave
Baltimore, MD 21212-3135





Anna Natalie Rol 
<anr2x@virginia.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Natalie Rol

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Anna Natalie Rol
6867 Rockfish Gap Tpke
Greenwood, VA 22943-1902





Anna Roblin 
<in22359@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Roblin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Roblin
192 Oakvale Blvd
Tonawanda, NY 14223-1635





anna seitz 
<alonzogay2000@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to anna 
seitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. anna seitz
7485 Chatham
Detroit, MI 48239-1058





Anna Tangi 
<tangianna@lycos.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anna 
Tangi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Tangi
2642 S Alder St
Philadelphia, PA 19148-4410





Anna & Dave Shuck 
<annaanddave413@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Anna 
& Dave Shuck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Anna & Dave Shuck
10308 Dunbar St NW
Albuquerque, NM 87114-5521





Annah Gardner 
<ajgardner@stthomas.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Annah Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annah Gardner
1906 1st Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55403-3715





Annalisa Clearihue 
<anniepir@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Annalisa Clearihue

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Annalisa Clearihue
5900 Canterbury Dr Apt A320
Culver City, CA 90230-6730





Annamaria Co 
<annamariav.co@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Annamaria Co

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Annamaria Co
49 Lonergan Dr
Suffern, NY 10901-6239





Annapoorne Colangelo 
<anapurna@whidbey.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Annapoorne Colangelo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annapoorne Colangelo
7651 Scatchet Head Rd
Clinton, WA 98236-9768





Anne Bailey 
<aniabailey@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Bailey
1912 Salr Rd.
Fairport, NY 14450-9145





Anne behroozi 
<anne_behroozi@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Anne 
behroozi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne behroozi
1166 Nevada Ave
San Jose, CA 95125-3327





Anne Beman 
<ebeman@nhsonline.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Beman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Anne Beman
1742 Oakwood Dr
Hanover, PA 17331-8312





Anne Betts 
<hbetts@gotmc.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Betts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Betts
PO Box 99
Kylertown, PA 16847-0099





Anne Clune 
<anneclune@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Clune

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Clune
71 Cherry Ave
Little Falls, MN 56345-3428





Anne Davies 
<ar9davies@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Davies

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Davies
ar9davies@gmail.com
La Grange, IL 60525





Anne Denaro 
<annedenaro@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Denaro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Denaro
15429 SE 47th Pl
Bellevue, WA 98006-3268





Anne Drexler 
<adrexler@socal.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Drexler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Drexler
23050 Nadine Cir Unit A
Torrance, CA 90505-8845





Anne Erikson 
<terikson6@netscape.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Erikson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Erikson
1496 Cookeville Rd
Corinth, VT 05039-9773





Anne Gross 
<agross@pmz.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Gross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Gross
1392 Mitchell Rd
Modesto, CA 95351-4920





Anne Gunderson 
<agunderson@novation
s.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Gunderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Gunderson
11 Atlantic Ave
Ocean Grove, NJ 07756-1602





Anne Hemenway 
<anno@mindspring.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Hemenway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Hemenway
160 E 89th St
New York, NY 10128-2305





Anne Henry 
<cindalou5@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Henry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Henry
1 Moorbriar Ct
Saint Peters, MO 63376-7737





Anne Hilton-Sawyer 
<ahiltonsawyer@maine.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Hilton-Sawyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Hilton-Sawyer
PO Box 7127
Ocean Park, ME 04063-7127





Anne Lorence 
<lorence.anne@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Lorence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Lorence
3562 Route C
Neosho, MO 64850-7908





Anne O'Brien 
<anneob@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Anne 
O'Brien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne O'Brien
1015 Washington St Apt 23
Hoboken, NJ 07030-6805





Anne Phillips 
<nckp@siu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Phillips
77 Starlight Ln
Carbondale, IL 62902-7466





Anne Pratt 
<theroost.goshen@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Pratt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Pratt
PO Box 152
Goshen, NJ 08218-0152





Anne Rambo 
<rambo@nova.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Rambo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Anne Rambo
608 NW 102nd Way
Plantation, FL 33324-1043





Anne Reade 
<seabreeze@nerdshack
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Reade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Reade
19161 Arminta St
Reseda, CA 91335-1106





Anne Riley 
<riley.am@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Riley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Riley
1420 S 18th St
Lafayette, IN 47905-2074





Anne Seidlitz 
<aseidlitz1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Seidlitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Seidlitz
5014 Lowell St NW
Washington, DC 20016-2606





Anne Staggemeier 
<trjanne@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Staggemeier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Staggemeier
91-1201 Keoneula Blvd Apt 2c1
Ewa Beach, HI 96706-6237





Anne Streeter 
<astreeter@primus.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Streeter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Streeter
1302 Kenilworth Rd.
Mount Royal, QC 11111





Anne Van Oppen 
<annevo5@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Van Oppen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Van Oppen
435 Via Corta Apt C
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274-1333





Anne Wiseman 
<annewiseman@ymail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Wiseman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Anne Wiseman
881 Serpentine Way
Sandy, UT 84094-4640





Anne Zafis 
<gzafis@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Anne 
Zafis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Zafis
2911 Cheshire Rd
Wilmington, DE 19810-3202





Annelise Ekland 
<homeloft@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Annelise Ekland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annelise Ekland
PO Box 94
Bartow, FL 33831-0094





AnneMarie Encarnacao 
<encarnacao@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
AnneMarie Encarnacao

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. AnneMarie Encarnacao
27 Cobb Ave
White Plains, NY 10606-3615





Annette goze 
<anngoze@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Annette goze

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Annette goze
48310 15 mile road
sterling hts., MI 48310





Annette Huenke 
<amh@olympus.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Annette Huenke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Huenke
PO Box 454
Port Townsend, WA 98368-0454





Annette Teaney 
<annetteteaneysunmoon
star@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Annette Teaney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Teaney
420 Church St
Batavia, IL 60510-2102





Annie D'Lima 
<anniedlima@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Annie 
D'Lima

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Annie D'Lima
1624 Sylved Ln
Cincinnati, OH 45238-3627





annie laurie 
<annie.laurie@wholefoo
ds.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to annie 
laurie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. annie laurie
115 Sicard Ave
Dracut, MA 01826-2568





Anthony Backos 
<old41restaurant@prodi
gy.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Backos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Backos
4548 Brynwood Dr
Naples, FL 34119-8413





anthony bellott 
<aabellott@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
anthony bellott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. anthony bellott
6 National Ave
Brick, NJ 08724-3440





Anthony Carr 
<mr.a.j.carr@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Carr
2002 NE 12th Ave
Portland, OR 97212-4375





Anthony Furlan 
<afurl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Furlan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Anthony Furlan
4149 GilesRd
Chagrin Falls, OH 44022





Anthony magnavita 
<cafelily@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony magnavita

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony magnavita
182 Maybury Ave
Staten Island, NY 10308-3050





Anthony Miller 
<mrmiller29@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Miller
3259 Thompson Ave Apt 2
Norton Shores, MI 49441-1195





Anthony Schmitt  
<mfdolman@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Schmitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Schmitt
4308 Aj Dr N
Wadesville, IN 47638-8601





Anthony Sciolino 
<ans_1026@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Sciolino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Sciolino
502 Dove Ct
Bozeman, MT 59718-1820





Anthony Vecchio 
<vecchioa@lafayette.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Vecchio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Vecchio
111 Quad Dr
Easton, PA 18042-1768





Anthony Waters 
<watersisland@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Anthony Waters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be only on an annual
basis.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Waters
4750 Indrio Rd
Fort Pierce, FL 34951-3503





antonio fernandez 
<happyantonio@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
antonio fernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. antonio fernandez
3531 85th St
Apt 4b
Jackson Heights, NY 11372-5565





Antonio Quilici 
<aqaqquilici7@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Antonio Quilici

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Antonio Quilici
128 Poplar Ave
San Bruno, CA 94066-5412





April Hoover 
<aprilreyne@myactv.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to April 
Hoover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. April Hoover
PO Box 42
Fairplay, MD 21733-0042





april nelson 
<aprilapemay@cableon
e.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to april 
nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. april nelson
636 Warren Ave
Pocatello, ID 83201-3750





April Plumeri 
<spdisarm@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to April 
Plumeri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. April Plumeri
509 81st St
Niagara Falls, NY 14304-2313





Arbie Hansen 
<hanfor@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Arbie 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arbie Hansen
1316 Princeton Dr NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106-2619





Areil Larsen 
<greendaybeatle13@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Areil 
Larsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Areil Larsen
382 Lemon St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2424





Ariana Coveney 
<coveney.ariana@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ariana Coveney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariana Coveney
8a Chauncy St
Cambridge, MA 02138-2624





Ariana Saraha 
<ariana@angelsofalche
my.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ariana Saraha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariana Saraha
n/a
Boulder, CO 80304





Arianne Macy 
<ariemm19@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Arianne Macy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arianne Macy
3904 Orleans Ave
New Orleans, LA 70119-4826





Ariel Anderson 
<ariel_anderson@world.
oberlin.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ariel 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariel Anderson
3114 SE 64th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-1906





Ariel Calabria 
<arielcee@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Ariel 
Calabria

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ariel Calabria
2102 Bush Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502-4516





Ariel Walden 
<arielwalden@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ariel 
Walden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ariel Walden
3249 Overland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3574





Arienne Ellis 
<arienneellis@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Arienne Ellis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

Enough! When we will have pillaged and destroyed this planet in pursuit
of oil, there will be no point in finally turning to low impact sources
of energy: no one will want to live here.  Do take responsibility, and
know that you, too, need the planet alive and well.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Arienne Ellis
PO Box 160
Arivaca, AZ 85601-0160



Arjona JUANITA 
<jarjona@unicreco.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Arjona JUANITA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Arjona JUANITA
TERRANOVA
Merida, OR 97233





Arleen Thompson 
<rjtagt@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Arleen Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arleen Thompson
2806 N Wilson Ave
Royal Oak, MI 48073-4277





Arleen Winer 
<devakima@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Arleen Winer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arleen Winer
9452 Carlyle Ave
Surfside, FL 33154-2446





Arlene Drewniak 
<gershep@netsync.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Drewniak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Drewniak
Fredonia-Stockton Rd
Fredonia, NY 14063





Arlene Edwards 
<aeplace@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arlene Edwards
12200 Foxpoint Dr
Maryland Hts, MO 63043-2110





Arlene Encell 
<arlenesky@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Encell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Encell
2535 Armacost Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2715





Arlene Jones 
<amjinbox@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Jones
306a Ripka St
Philadelphia, PA 19128-4606





Arlene Patoray 
<arp1205@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Patoray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arlene Patoray
55 Azalea St
Paramus, NJ 07652-2001





Arlene Rinaldo 
<arinaldo@wsgr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Rinaldo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arlene Rinaldo
2813 Rubino Cir
San Jose, CA 95125-6309





Arlene Simpler 
<nagoona@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Arlene Simpler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Simpler
3027 Mill Bay Rd
Kodiak, AK 99615-7812





Arlette Crews 
<swiss_usa@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Arlette Crews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlette Crews
PO Box 966
Campbell, CA 95009-0966





Arline Adamsick 
<tadamsick@sprintmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Arline 
Adamsick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arline Adamsick
PO Box 122
Peotone, IL 60468-0122





Armand Biron 
<livbiron@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Armand Biron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Armand Biron
9 Atwoodville Ln
Mansfield Center, CT 06250-1140





Armand Boyer 
<bonefishboy@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Armand Boyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Armand Boyer
69 Birch Creek Rd
Pine Hill, NY 12465-2105





Armand Fontaine 
<txhammer3408@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Armand Fontaine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Armand Fontaine
7445 Highway 258 W
Iowa Park, TX 76367-8329





Armando Aspiras 
<afbaspiras@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Armando Aspiras

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Armando Aspiras
5355 Brophy Dr
Fremont, CA 94536-7247





Arnold Gorneau 
<arnold@gorneau.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Arnold Gorneau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arnold Gorneau
150 Dilworthtown Rd
West Chester, PA 19382-8326





Arnold Simmel 
<ag1simmel@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Arnold Simmel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

MY CONCERN IS ABOUT THE NEXT GENERATIONS, THEIR HEALTH, THEIR ECONOMY,
THEIR LIVING IN AN ENVIRONMENT IN WHICH WE, AS WELL AS OTHER CREATURES,
CAN LEAD HEALTHY LIVES.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Arnold Simmel



549 Riverside Dr Apt 2b
New York, NY 10027-3942



Arrie Hammel 
<arrielhammel@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Arrie 
Hammel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arrie Hammel
1022 20th St
Niagara Falls, NY 14301-1316





Art Andersen 
<evettea@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Art 
Andersen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Art Andersen
10230 Ridgeview Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4813





Art Godinez 
<godinea@sce.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Art 
Godinez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art Godinez
15751 Country Club Dr
Chino Hills, CA 91709-3307





Art Judd 
<ajudd@sisna.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Art 
Judd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art Judd
PO Box 5362
Santa Fe, NM 87502-5362





Art mcGarr 
<mcgarr@usgs.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Art 
mcGarr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Art mcGarr
3666 La Calle Ct
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2619





art navarro 
<art_n@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to art 
navarro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. art navarro
11764 3/4 Forest Grove St
El Monte, CA 91732-2224





Artelia Court 
<arteliac@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Artelia 
Court

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Artelia Court
36 Gramercy Park E
New York, NY 10003-1741





Arthur Brogley 
<uldigger@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Brogley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Brogley
28 Letherman Bridge Rd
Scenery Hill, PA 15360-1833





Arthur Calvin 
<artfuld2005@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Calvin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Calvin
3303 Trent St Apt D
Greensboro, NC 27405-3839





Arthur Chan 
<aumtn@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Chan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Chan
3727 Northridge Dr
Concord, CA 94518-1646





Arthur E Coates 
<acoates@vermontel.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
E Coates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur E Coates
1296 Route 121 E
Grafton, VT 05146-9638





Arthur Groten 
<mgroten@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Groten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arthur Groten
27 Hornbeck Rdg
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603-4205





Arthur Hansen 
<commuter654@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Hansen
50 Southview St
Waterbury, CT 06706-1421





Arthur Kaliski 
<akaliski@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Kaliski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arthur Kaliski
P.O. Box 1513
12 laurel Hill Lane
Amagansett, NY 11930-1513





Arthur Kemish 
<artkemish@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Kemish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Kemish
3200 Tullio Way
Henderson, NV 89052-3086





Arthur Leibowitz 
<arthurleibowitz@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Leibowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Leibowitz
322 Lake Shore Rd
Putnam Valley, NY 10579-1314





Arthur Payne 
<arthur.payne@ymail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Payne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Payne
1901 Brookshire St
Arlington, TX 76010-3122





Arthur Schurr 
<bulaas@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Schurr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Schurr
369 Warren St
Brooklyn, NY 11201-6412





Arthur Swers 
<aminorsfloyd@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Arthur 
Swers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Swers
163 Happy Trails Rd SE
Floyd, VA 24091-4172





Arturo Carrera 
<rexprt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Arturo 
Carrera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arturo Carrera
555 N Mount Prospect Rd
Des Plaines, IL 60016-2028





Arvilla Byus 
<arvilla112@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Arvilla 
Byus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arvilla Byus
5371 Castle St
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-3303





Asha Duncan 
<aduncan1@samobile.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Asha 
Duncan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Asha Duncan
8308 29th Ave N
New Hope, MN 55427-2618





Ashby Mcneil 
<ashbelis@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ashby 
Mcneil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ashby Mcneil
7909 Epic Rd
North Chesterfield, VA 23235-6121





Ashley D'Addario 
<ashley@dlvbrokerage.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley D'Addario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ashley D'Addario
Newark
Nj, NJ 07105





Ashley Egan 
<ashleypoetic@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley Egan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Egan
640 Colston Dr
Toccoa, GA 30577-4922





Ashley Gronski 
<tinky1011@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley Gronski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Ashley Gronski
2323 W Pershing Rd Apt 220
Chicago, IL 60609-2230





Ashley McGraw 
<alouisemcg@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley McGraw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ashley McGraw
2325 K-Wesley Way
Raleigh, NC 27610-1689





Ashley Miller 
<snakes-r-people-too@
hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Miller
426 E Copeland Dr
Powell, TN 37849-3023





Ashley Rowland 
<mistymew2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley Rowland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ashley Rowland
4130 Placid Lake Ct
Chantilly, VA 20151-3551





Ashley Schutt 
<aschutt3@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ashley Schutt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Schutt
25442 W Blue Sky Dr
Wittmann, AZ 85361-2721





Aspen Bernath-Plaisted 
<peace@hypnochi.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Aspen 
Bernath-Plaisted

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Aspen Bernath-Plaisted
6014 Pratt Rd
Laingsburg, MI 48848-9367





Asra Iftekaruddin 
<killsugar@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Asra 
Iftekaruddin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Asra Iftekaruddin
1000 S Hope St Apt 305
Los Angeles, CA 90015-1489





Athena Batsios 
<athena.batsios@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Athena Batsios

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Athena Batsios
25 Lake Ave
Nassau, NY 12123-9301





Audrey Fee 
<awolves474@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Audrey Fee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Audrey Fee
55 Richard Blvd
Shelton, CT 06484-4387





audrey fisher 
<audrey.a.fisher@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
audrey fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. audrey fisher
89 Java St # 3
Brooklyn, NY 11222-1602





Audrey hollander 
<aholl1305@kc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Audrey hollander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Audrey hollander
4549 Walnut St
Kansas City, MO 64111-1819





Audrey Katz 
<sunshinegirljam@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Audrey Katz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Audrey Katz
5301 Tangle Wood Ct
Ellicott City, MD 21043-6305





Audrey Meade 
<audreebee@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Audrey Meade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Audrey Meade
3938 S Ferdinand St
Seattle, WA 98118-1740





Audrey Okubo 
<audreyokubo@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Audrey Okubo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Audrey Okubo
1382 Oak Knoll Dr
San Jose, CA 95129-4130





audrey zorger 
<zorger@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
audrey zorger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. audrey zorger
pecos rd
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-6104





August Scheer 
<augustscheer@optimu
m.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
August Scheer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. August Scheer
523 Almena Ave
Ardsley, NY 10502-2127





Aurelia Holliman 
<solidarityp@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Aurelia Holliman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aurelia Holliman
2517 Old Dennis Rd
Weatherford, TX 76087-6894





Aurora Hunter 
<electriclady281@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Aurora Hunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aurora Hunter
15711 Sandy Hill Dr
Houston, TX 77084-3634





Ava Torre-Bueno 
<avatb3@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ava 
Torre-Bueno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ava Torre-Bueno
1818 Tulip St
San Diego, CA 92105-5150





Avi & Clarence Klammer 
& Reese 
<u.sisraeli@ymail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Avi & 
Clarence Klammer & 
Reese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Avi & Clarence Klammer & Reese
540 23rd St Apt 101
Oakland, CA 94612-1726





Avril Dannenbaum 
<lorned@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Avril 
Dannenbaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Avril Dannenbaum
501 W 52nd St Apt 5e
New York, NY 10019-7730





"A. Gates" 
<mixicat@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to "A. 
Gates"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A. Gates
350 E Powell #6
Minneapolis, MN 55411





"A. Moran" 
<amoran22@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to "A. 
Moran"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A. Moran



"A. Munita" 
<analeo@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "A. 
Munita"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. A. Munita
1648 Danromas Way
San Jose, CA 95129-3906





"A. Zamudio" 
<akzamudio@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to "A. 
Zamudio"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A. Zamudio
PO Box 544
Saint John, IN 46373-0544





"A.G. Shaffer" 
<catachal@anngeorge.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "A.G. 
Shaffer"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A.G. Shaffer
4535 French St
Jacksonville, FL 32205-5020





"A.M. Warfield" 
<amwarfield74@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "A.M. 
Warfield"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. A.M. Warfield
56 Marathon Key Way
Ponte Vedra, FL 32081-4309





B Penn 
<bjpjfinn@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to B 
Penn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. B Penn
369 Wetmore Rd
Columbus, OH 43214-2115





B Winkler 
<stlwink@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to B 
Winkler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. B Winkler



Babs Marchand 
<babbie@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Babs 
Marchand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Babs Marchand
5217 Berkeley Dr
Naples, FL 34112-5472





Barb Draper 
<bballmom_34@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Barb 
Draper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barb Draper
6041 Flint St
Shawnee, KS 66203-2747





Barb Fitzgerald 
<bafitzgerald@netzero.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Barb 
Fitzgerald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barb Fitzgerald
1468 Sheridan Dr
Kenmore, NY 14217-1249





Barb Francis 
<barbfrancis8@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Barb 
Francis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

PLEASE STEP UP TO SAVE ENDANGER SPECIES FROM THE NISOURCE PLAN. WE ALL
NEED TO START THINKING ABOUT HOW TO KEEP ENVIRONMENTS AND OUR HABITAT
SAFE BEFORE WE DESTROY EVERYTHING.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barb Francis



4435 Pioneers Blvd
Lincoln, NE 68506-4951



Barb Hauck 
<figarosings@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Barb 
Hauck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barb Hauck
10912 124th Ave
Largo, FL 33778-2716





Barb MacDonald 
<bmacdonald29@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Barb 
MacDonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barb MacDonald
315 Evans Rd
Zelienople, PA 16063-3007





BARB SHAMET 
<bshamet@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to BARB 
SHAMET

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. BARB SHAMET
PO Box 212
Allegany, OR 97407-0212





Barbara Acheson 
<delsol2@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Acheson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Acheson
1398 Sierra Seneca Dr
San Jacinto, CA 92583-2345





barbara adams 
<barbrart@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
barbara adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. barbara adams
5 Hickory Hill Ln
Tappan, NY 10983-1826





Barbara and Jim Dale 
<nonrev909@neitel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara and Jim Dale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We are writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
should be done well. This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale
energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without
adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then other
corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara and Jim Dale
2018 4th Ave
Grinnell, IA 50112-2063





Barbara Andrews 
<lexa94@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Andrews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Andrews
17 Furman Dr
Emerson, NJ 07630-1007





barbara barban 
<bbarban@gvtc.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
barbara barban

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. barbara barban
126 N Stallion Ests. Dr.
Spring Branch, TX 78070





Barbara Barone 
<barbb103@netscape.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Barone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Barone
18 Eastbourne Cres
East Patchogue, NY 11772-4838





barbara berlinghof 
<limehill@excite.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
barbara berlinghof

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. barbara berlinghof
227 E 50th St
New York, NY 10022-7722





Barbara Bowie 
<barbbowie@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Bowie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Bowie
31582 Wildwood Rd
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-8270





Barbara Broz 
<inquirer@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Broz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

"The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by
the way its animals are treated." - Ghandi -

"We have met the enemy and it is us" - Pogo quote

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Broz



PO Box 5730
Sherman Oaks, CA 91413-5730



Barbara Carr 
<barbca@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Carr
8020 Bradshaw Rd
Bradshaw, MD 21087-1807





Barbara Chadwick 
<tiffinaec@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Chadwick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

See what's happening to Walker in Wisconsin???This is just the
beginning! You should really start LISTENING TO THE 99%! Revolt,
recalls, impeachments, firings are in the air......and this movement is
NOT going away!! We're tired of BIG MONEY ruining the planet and lives
on this planet.

Sincerely,



Mrs. Barbara Chadwick
7360 Sugarloaf Dr
Reno, NV 89511-3304



Barbara Cohn 
<barbc624@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Cohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Cohn
817 Kalpati Cir Unit 212
Carlsbad, CA 92008-4199





Barbara Collins 
<bellencollins@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Collins
1004 Sturwood Way
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648-1522





Barbara Couch 
<k4bjc@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Couch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Couch
5472 Easy St
Milton, FL 32570-3711





Barbara Cramer 
<javajive@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Cramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Cramer
228 Gregory Ave
Passaic, NJ 07055-3859





Barbara Crane 
<barbarac@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Crane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Crane
510 Johnson St
Healdsburg, CA 95448-3908





Barbara Craven 
<bcravenart@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Craven

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Craven
2116 Holland Corner Rd
Suffolk, VA 23437-8839





Barbara Crotts 
<barbcrotts@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Crotts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Barbara Crotts
445 Marian Lake Blvd
Cuyahoga Fls, OH 44223-1127





Barbara Davis 
<bjdavis1943@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Davis
404 Hermosa Dr
Roswell, NM 88201-6537





Barbara Dell 
<dellbarbara@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Dell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Dell
3498 Bear Creek Rd
Tallahassee, FL 32308-5616





Barbara Donabed 
<classiccat123@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Donabed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Barbara Donabed
850 E Merritt Ave
Tulare, CA 93274-2239





Barbara Dow 
<bardobrook24@myfair
point.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Dow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Dow
24 Hales Woods Rd
Brooklin, ME 04616-3118





Barbara Fite 
<bfite1@tampabay.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Fite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Fite
PO Box 1766
Lutz, FL 33548-1766





Barbara Frasier 
<befrasier@executiveca
rleasing.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Frasier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Barbara Frasier
2122 8th Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90018-1109





Barbara Gates 
<barbara@barbaragates
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Gates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Gates



barbara Glover 
<bglover1852@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
barbara Glover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. barbara Glover
1320 York Ave
New York, NY 10021-4800





Barbara Graham 
<beadlady@tallynet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

How dare you allow this rape of the environment the total disregard of
the fauna that inhabit the area including the human species. By
allowing these companies to go in and disregard the wildlife, in the
name of man and progress, is sacrilegious. It is your job to protect
and defend that life in all it's vast diversity and to see to it that
there is no one left but the roaches.



Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Graham
275 Rudolph Ln
Monticello, FL 32344-6451



Barbara Grandin 
<begrandin@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Grandin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Barbara Grandin
1293 Bear Tavern Road
Titusville, NJ 08560





Barbara grosh 
<barbara@grosh.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara grosh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara grosh
12 Whittlers Rdg
Pittsford, NY 14534-4522





Barbara Gross 
<barbara.gross48@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Gross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Gross
6536 44th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-7542





Barbara Hollis 
<behollis42@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Hollis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Hollis
2730 Rim Rock Trl
San Antonio, TX 78251-2207





Barbara Horne 
<bhorne@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Horne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Horne
8403 Mountain Laurel Rd
Boonsboro, MD 21713-1835





Barbara Houston 
<bhouston@metrocast.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Houston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Houston
153 Old Mountain Rd
Northwood, NH 03261-4208





Barbara Keppel 
<bobbik@gwi.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Keppel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Keppel
PO Box 10901
Portland, ME 04104-6901





Barbara Kimball 
<bokimball2002@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Kimball

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Kimball
PO Box 3122
Weaverville, CA 96093-3122





Barbara Lloyd 
<azbarbara1@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Lloyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Lloyd
401 W Frontier St Unit B
Payson, AZ 85541-5379





Barbara Louise 
<kkhadee@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Louise

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I would be easier for the U.S.A. to get off the petroleum habit than to
replace the endangered species the NiSource plan wants a free hand in
killing.  And it is impossible to predict how the loss of any
endangered specie, or any others in the 9.8 million acres NiSource
wants a free hand to destroy, how the loss of any one species will
affect the ecological balance of those 9.8 million acres, over a period
of 50 (50!) years.



Please do not cave-in to the pressures this big oil company can bring
to bear.  The Fish and Wildlife Service needs to protect what is left
of the vast natural environment our country began with.

Plese do not let this big, greedy oil company destroy the beauty of
God's creation across 14 states.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Louise
1591 Maple Rd
Cleveland Hts, OH 44121-1731



barbara mann 
<bluezybarb@wildblue.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
barbara mann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. barbara mann
44 Swamp School Rd
Corning, NY 14830-9201





Barbara Mathes 
<lilydeanamy89@live.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Mathes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Mathes
1431 Alisa Ct
Rio Rico, AZ 85648-1062





Barbara Mikulic 
<mikulic@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Mikulic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Mikulic
132 Csm Dr
San Mateo, CA 94402-3601





Barbara Milllman 
<bmillman@ecentral.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Milllman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Milllman
2069 Garland St
Lakewood, CO 80215-1667





Barbara Milrod 
<bmilrod@med.cornell.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Milrod

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Milrod
525 E 68th St
New York, NY 10065-4870





Barbara Newcomer 
<ban260zz@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Newcomer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Newcomer
4315 Sunbeam Lake Dr
Jacksonville, FL 32257-8118





Barbara Novovitch 
<bbnovo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Novovitch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Novovitch
PO Box 411
Marathon, TX 79842-0411





Barbara Osada 
<riverbingo21@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Osada

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Osada
21 1/2 River Rd
Philadelphia, PA 19128-3902





Barbara Ostrowski  
<ostrowskionthelake@ro
adrunner.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Ostrowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Ostrowski
3302 Baer Beach Rd Apt B15
Erie, PA 16505-1818





Barbara Pampalone 
<pampalone@dslextrem
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Pampalone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Pampalone
22811 Plummer St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-2610





Barbara Porter 
<bporter315@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Porter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Barbara Porter
735 Brockett Rd
Dolgeville, NY 13329-2316





Barbara Puett 
<puett@onr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Puett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Puett
3104 Mistyglen Cir
Austin, TX 78746-7811





Barbara Richards 
<richardsba7651@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Richards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Richards
3210 N 83rd St
Milwaukee, WI 53222-3844





Barbara Robbin 
<blrsc@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Robbin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Robbin
11201 Dona Lola Dr
Studio City, CA 91604-4318





Barbara Root 
<jambamom@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Root

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Root
2604 Knox Cove Dr
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-3399





Barbara Rose 
<brrose12@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Rose
3/264 Logan Dr
Fremont, CA 94536-6671





Barbara Ryan 
<barbararyan48@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Ryan
6632 N Glenwood Ave
Chicago, IL 60626-4710





Barbara Salazar 
<bajesa@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Salazar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Salazar
9064 Baywood Park Dr
Seminole, FL 33777-4629





Barbara Sciacca 
<maroza@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Sciacca

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Sciacca
1951 E Beck Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85022-3344





Barbara Scott 
<barbarascottharm@net
scape.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Scott
1400 S Valley View Blvd
Las Vegas, NV 89102-1638





Barbara Sego 
<barbsego@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Sego

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Sego
7834 Royalty Ave Apt E
Louisville, KY 40222-4249





Barbara Sender 
<bobalee@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Sender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Sender
29 Castle Ridge Dr
East Hanover, NJ 07936-3547





Barbara Smith 
<bdesrosiers4@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Smith
7845 Country Club Dr
Pinetop, AZ 85935-8709





Barbara Sweet 
<barbrablossom3@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Sweet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Sweet
2109 Broadway Apt 1762
New York, NY 10023-2152





BARBARA SWYDEN 
<quietstorm.swyden@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
BARBARA SWYDEN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. BARBARA SWYDEN
720 Garnet Dr NE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124-4607





Barbara Sydoriak 
<tanobarb@cybermesa.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Sydoriak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Sydoriak
9 Camino Bonito
Santa Fe, NM 87506-7515





Barbara Trypaluk 
<rsage@nycap.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Trypaluk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Trypaluk
211 Circular St
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866-2326





Barbara Tucker 
<btucker506@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Tucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Tucker
1312 Essex Dr
Wellington, FL 33414-5610





Barbara Vogel 
<barb_v67@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Vogel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Vogel
1537 N 210 E
Tooele, UT 84074-1335





Barbara Walrafen 
<barbarawalrafen@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Walrafen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Walrafen
PO Box 3217
Prescott, AZ 86302-3217





Barbara Warner 
<bkwarner@windstream
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Warner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. I strongly oppose it.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Warner
1955 Tatum Ln
Lebanon, KY 40033-9733





Barbara Warren 
<bwarre01@pol.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Warren
3653 N Prince Village Pl
Tucson, AZ 85719-2028





Barbara WICHAA 
<cocochanel1968@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara WICHAA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara WICHAA
39 York St
Old Bridge, NJ 08857-2121





Barbara Young 
<sunsaura@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Barbara Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Young
16059 E Alan Black Blvd
Loxahatchee, FL 33470-3752





Barbra Frymier 
<bfrymier@embarqmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Barbra Frymier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbra Frymier
1330E 75N
LaGrange, IN 46761-9600





Barry Adelman 
<snortar@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Adelman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barry Adelman
2790 71st Cir Apt 201
Vero Beach, FL 32966-8941





Barry Brigham 
<bkbrigham@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Brigham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Barry Brigham
296 Timberlane Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786-7929





Barry Brookstein 
<barry@brooksteinasso
ciates.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Brookstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Brookstein
780 New York Ave
Huntington, NY 11743-4439





Barry Deist 
<sexynexboy73@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Deist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Deist
230 Linden Ave
Chambersburg, PA 17201-2424





Barry Draper 
<bgd@metrocast.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Draper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Draper
423 Blake Hill Rd
New Hampton, NH 03256-4422





Barry Hottle 
<barryhottle@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Hottle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Hottle
5464 Maybeck Ln
Livermore, CA 94550-7129





Barry King 
<king.be09@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Barry 
King

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry King
314 Norbourne Blvd
Louisville, KY 40207-4034





Barry Miller 
<bjm1965@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. When will this willingness to sacrifice the health of
our planet for money end? Do what is right for all of us, not just the
greedy few.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Miller
3813 W Mauna Loa Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85053-4538





Barry Moniak 
<barry@endinmind.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Barry 
Moniak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Barry Moniak
1179 Westminster Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84105-3555





Barry swank 
<barmax@zoominternet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Barry 
swank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry swank
3267 Wildwood Dr
Medina, OH 44256-9629





Bart Dickens 
<dickens@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Bart 
Dickens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bart Dickens
PO Box 61406
Santa Barbara, CA 93160-1406





Bart Hovis 
<bhovis@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Bart 
Hovis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bart Hovis
453 Quan Ave
Kirkwood, MO 63122-2822





Barton Grimm 
<bartongrimm@wowway
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Barton Grimm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barton Grimm
30555 Vernon Dr
Beverly Hills, MI 48025-4944





Bazlyn Collins 
<bazlync@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bazlyn Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bazlyn Collins
4100 Paces Walk SE Unit 2309
Atlanta, GA 30339-1828





Beatriz Gomes 
<bia3347@yahoo.com.b
r>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Beatriz Gomes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beatriz Gomes
Av Julio de Castilhos
porto alegre, None 900030130





Bebe McCarthy 
<bebesmc@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bebe 
McCarthy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bebe McCarthy
27 Cattle Pen Ln
Ridgefield, CT 06877-5829





Bebek McGhee 
<bebekmcg@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Bebek 
McGhee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bebek McGhee
2901 Driftwood Ave
Bodega Bay, CA 94923





Bebra Saude 
<deanndeb@centurytel.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bebra 
Saude

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bebra Saude
1050 Pleasant Valley Rd
Sweet Home, OR 97386-1033





Becket Lauten 
<becket.lauten@provide
nce.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Becket Lauten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Becket Lauten
5926 N Delaware Ave
Portland, OR 97217-4212





becky ceartas 
<beckyceartas@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to becky 
ceartas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. becky ceartas
455 Fairoaks Cir
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-1605





Becky Daiss 
<beckydaiss@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Becky 
Daiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Becky Daiss
1276 N Wayne St Apt 1128
Arlington, VA 22201-5859





Becky Marek 
<bmarek@austin.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Becky 
Marek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Becky Marek
8413 Selway Dr
Austin, TX 78736-3051





Becky Mulkern 
<dr@centerfornaturalhe
alth.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Becky 
Mulkern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Becky Mulkern
PO Box 99
Conway, NH 03818-0099





Becky russell 
<bckyrssll@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Becky 
russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Becky russell
100 Oakwater Dr
Lafayette, LA 70503-2228





Belle Philibosian 
<ringabell@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Belle 
Philibosian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Belle Philibosian
497 S El Molino Ave Unit 209
Pasadena, CA 91101-3488





Belz Paul 
<pgb@igc.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Belz 
Paul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Belz Paul
PO Box 11507
Oakland, CA 94611-0507





Ben Adams 
<bentadams@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Adams
1330 Hayes St
San Francisco, CA 94117-1466





Ben Demar 
<demar@thestranger.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Demar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Demar
723 21st Ave
Seattle, WA 98122-4765





Ben Flint 
<benflint@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Flint

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Flint
1850 Manila Ave
Memphis, TN 38114-1743





Ben Kittner 
<1q2w3e4r5t6y@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Kittner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Kittner
10312 Paddington Ct
Ellicott City, MD 21042-5844





Ben Liles 
<hmy_ntry1@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Liles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ben Liles
11116 Salado Springs Cir
Salado, TX 76571-5064





Ben Martin 
<bendicoot@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate.

This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure
projects around the country, both in terms of geographic and temporal
scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and
protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Martin
329 Ward St
Wallingford, CT 06492-4535



Ben Martin 
<benmartin12@stanford
alumni.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ben Martin
49 Showers Dr Apt A340
Mountain View, CA 94040-1483





Ben Pelto 
<glacierpelto27@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Pelto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Pelto
215 Goodale St
West Boylston, MA 01583-1003





Ben Reed 
<russian_hamburgers@
hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Reed
10 May Road
Trenton, NJ 08611





Ben Tollenaar 
<btollenaar@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ben 
Tollenaar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Tollenaar
140 Brewer Dr
Marquette, MI 49855-9588





Ben & Debbie Pascus 
<morgldemvr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ben & 
Debbie Pascus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben & Debbie Pascus
632 Forbes St
Fredericksburg, VA 22405-2005





Benita Cohen 
<angelnavymom@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Benita 
Cohen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Benita Cohen
18075 Langlois Rd
Spc 76
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92241-8363





Benjamin Isaacson 
<resistmuchct@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Benjamin Isaacson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Benjamin Isaacson
108 Wellington Hgts Rd
Avon, CT 06001-3613





Benjamin Stepp 
<brstepp1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Benjamin Stepp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Benjamin Stepp
4545 N Beacon St
Chicago, IL 60640-5573





Bennie Shallbetter 
<benniesuzan@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bennie Shallbetter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bennie Shallbetter
300 Taylor St
Smithville, TX 78957-2527





Benton Elliott 
<benton.elliott@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Benton Elliott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Benton Elliott
1313 Lincoln St Apt 605
Eugene, OR 97401-3895





Benton Stark 
<benton.stark@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Benton Stark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Benton Stark
3490 Hildon Cir
Atlanta, GA 30341-2605





Berinda Van Cleave 
<berinda@pacifier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Berinda Van Cleave

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

STOP KILLING OUR PLANET!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Berinda Van Cleave
15709 NE 249th St
Battle Ground, WA 98604-9707





Berl Oakley 
<oakley.2@osu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Berl 
Oakley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Berl Oakley
1212 Parkside Rd
Lawrence, KS 66049-3457





Bernadette Ramos 
<bebe200235@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bernadette Ramos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bernadette Ramos
221 Hancock Ave
Jersey City, NJ 07307-1916





Bernadine Dunne 
<bernie@bushconstructi
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Bernadine Dunne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bernadine Dunne
15558 Idaho Ave
Lemoore, CA 93245-9111





bernard handler 
<berniehandler@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
bernard handler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. bernard handler
30 Delaware Ave
Damascus, PA 18415-3506





Bert Hoff 
<hoffbert@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Bert 
Hoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bert Hoff
7552 31st Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-4702





Berton Harrah 
<bertonh@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Berton Harrah

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Berton Harrah
864 Crevis Ln
Columbus, OH 43228-2990





Beryl Landau 
<beebleberry1@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Beryl 
Landau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beryl Landau
3290 Harrison St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5213





Beth Bowling 
<bodad@lavabit.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Bowling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beth Bowling
49 Castle Hill Ter
Pottsboro, TX 75076-4862





Beth Darlington 
<bedarlington@vassar.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Darlington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Beth Darlington
124 Raymond Ave
Poughkeepsie, NY 12604-0323





Beth Drewelow 
<bethdrewelow@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Drewelow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years, or less.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Drewelow
520 Grand Blvd
Evansdale, IA 50707-1832





Beth Dwallibee 
<bdwallibee@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Dwallibee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Beth Dwallibee
6th St.
White Bear Lake, MN 55110





Beth Griggs 
<bethjgr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Griggs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Griggs
22 Saint Anne St
Rapid City, SD 57701-5556





Beth Lowe 
<beth@jplnet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Lowe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beth Lowe
1211 Nicholas Rd
Indianapolis, IN 46220-3237





Beth Nilva 
<calypsokitty13@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Nilva

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beth Nilva
8200 Offenhauser Dr Apt 105d
Reno, NV 89511-1730





Beth Remmes 
<bremmes@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Remmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beth Remmes
4419 Catamount Dr SW
Lilburn, GA 30047-8954





Beth Stewart 
<ameryth74@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Stewart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Stewart
7138 Saranac St Apt 10
La Mesa, CA 91942-8909





Beth Wilborn 
<miss.sugarmagnolia@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Wilborn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Wilborn
2120 Henderson Dr
Opelika, AL 36801-6850





Beth Willer 
<betharu@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Beth 
Willer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Willer
2169 Portola Ln
Westlake Village, CA 91361-1742





Bethany 
Dengler-Germain 
<bodengles@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Bethany 
Dengler-Germain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bethany Dengler-Germain
9931 Lurline Ave
Apt 122



Chatsworth, CA 91311-4649



Bethany Pine 
<namikazi.itachi@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Bethany Pine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bethany Pine
909 E Center St
Rochester, MN 55904-4601





Betsy Bridge 
<betsybridge@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Bridge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Bridge
6426 NE Rodney Ave
Portland, OR 97211-2432





Betsy Feichtinger 
<betsyseimei@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Feichtinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Betsy Feichtinger
39 Cascade Lake Rd
Warwick, NY 10990-3827





Betsy Haehl 
<bhaehl@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Haehl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Haehl
23 Euclid Dr
Athens, OH 45701-1427





Betsy Hall 
<hbetsyann@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Hall
4075 Ferry St
Eugene, OR 97405-3932





Betsy Malcolm 
<betsymalc2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Malcolm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Malcolm
300 Central Park W
New York, NY 10024-1513





Betsy Pendergast 
<betsyp@cablespeed.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Pendergast

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Pendergast
530 Roosevelt St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-4434





Betsy Stevens 
<aasha1963@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Betsy 
Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Stevens
39 Lamoille Ter
Milton, VT 05468-3049





Bette Savitt 
<savitt@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bette 
Savitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bette Savitt
PO Box 302
North Salem, NY 10560-0302





Betty Cavin 
<cunniescloset@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Cavin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Cavin
715 Paddock Ct
Saint Louis, MO 63126-1311





Betty Cox 
<hapeetexan@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Cox
949 E 20th Ave
Columbus, OH 43211-2465





Betty Ferrero 
<bferrero@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Ferrero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Betty Ferrero
308 Pecan Ln
Round Rock, TX 78664-4529





Betty Hartzler 
<bettyhartzler@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Hartzler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Betty Hartzler
7890 N Blue Brick Dr
Tucson, AZ 85743-7344





Betty Joyce 
<robttjoyce@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Joyce

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Betty Joyce



Betty Martin 
<graywolf03@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Betty Martin
6111 Crandall Hills Dr
Crandall, TX 75114-4012





Betty Perry 
<wandbperry@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Perry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Betty Perry
319 N Broadway
Nyack, NY 10960-1620





betty schuessler 
<gschuessler@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to betty 
schuessler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. betty schuessler
2025 E 3rd St
Tucson, AZ 85719-5104





Betty Stewart 
<abby109@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Betty 
Stewart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Stewart
2 Eton Cv
Newport News, VA 23608-1805





Bev Korn 
<kornparents@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Bev 
Korn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bev Korn
PO Box 376
Larkspur, CO 80118-0376





Beverley Patrick 
<beverleg@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Beverley Patrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverley Patrick
426 Hubbell Ave
Syracuse, NY 13207-1319





Beverley Wood 
<vtbwva@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Beverley Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverley Wood
121 Greengate Rd
Woodstock, VT 05091-8134





Beverly Campbell 
<beverly@mediabase.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beverly Campbell
855 Oneonta Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-4124





Beverly Farr 
<beverlyfarr@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Farr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beverly Farr
359 Cambridge Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2143





Beverly Gannon 
<beverly.gannon@tiscali
.co.uk>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Gannon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.  PLEASE dont put
these animals ,sea creatures lives in jeopardy, think about them and
their lives.  We need them in our world, without them and the
destruction of all the animals that becoming extinct will be the end of
the World.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.  Thank you

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Gannon



85 warwick road
85 warwick road
london 11111



Beverly Harris 
<bevaharris2@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Harris
357 S Oakhurst Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-3505





Beverly Hollingsworth  
<feathersinging@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Hollingsworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Hollingsworth
20 Altman Cir
Savannah, GA 31404-3029





Beverly Huston-Fisher 
<travelwriter_13@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Huston-Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Beverly Huston-Fisher
PO Box 966
Plymouth, CA 95669-0966





Beverly Iverson Bedford  
<beviverson@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Iverson Bedford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beverly Iverson Bedford
1022 Indiana St
Racine, WI 53405-2235





Beverly Johnson 
<bevjohnson007@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Johnson
31176 Calle San Pedro
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-2213





Beverly Lambert 
<bev2lambert@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Lambert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Lambert
413 E 44th St
Tacoma, WA 98404-1422





Beverly Magid 
<beverlyshirley@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Magid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Magid

CA





Beverly Stephens 
<jimbevs@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Stephens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beverly Stephens
25321 Croom Rd
Brooksville, FL 34601-5007





Beverly Teagle 
<bevpixel@newmex.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Teagle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Teagle
PO Box 2175
El Prado, NM 87529-2175





Beverly Telles 
<lovemeforever_@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Telles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Telles
9114 Adams Ave
# 235
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-3405





Beverly Wenger 
<bevwenger@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Beverly Wenger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Wenger
2374 Ledgewood Dr
Colorado Springs, CO 80921-7010





Bianca Molgora 
<biancamsf@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bianca Molgora

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bianca Molgora
3976 Folsom St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6138





Bill Berndtson 
<bill.berndtson@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Berndtson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Berndtson
102 Hellstrom Rd
East Haven, CT 06512-1323





Bill Brady 
<wm_brady@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Brady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Brady
138 W Washington St
West Chicago, IL 60185-6702





Bill Carroll 
<fiverivers8@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Carroll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Carroll
301 Country Club Rd
Pocahontas, AR 72455-8802





Bill Carter 
<bbillccarter@netscape.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Carter
2103 Parker Ln
Austin, TX 78741-3807





Bill Hooper 
<billhooper77@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Hooper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Hooper
1531 17th St Apt D
Santa Monica, CA 90404-3432





Bill Johnson 
<billjohnson108@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Johnson
PO Box 282
Germantown, MD 20875-0282





Bill Karras 
<yassoo@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Karras

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bill Karras
26585 Anacapa Dr
Los Altos, CA 94022-2504





Bill Leikam 
<billl5@prodigy.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Leikam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Leikam
530 Kendall Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2753





Bill Newman 
<williamnewman@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Newman
512e 18th Ave
Lake Como, NJ 07719-3073





Bill O'Connell 
<butlersspace@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bill 
O'Connell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill O'Connell
5220 Valle Vista Dr NW
Albuquerque, NM 87120-2417





Bill perine 
<whorocks@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bill 
perine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bill perine
oooo weber rd
corpus christi, TX 78413





Bill Redondo 
<lscocrc@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Redondo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Redondo

CA





Bill Roseberry 
<wlroseberry@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Roseberry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Roseberry
2151 Lincoln Hwy Apt G10
Levittown, PA 19056-1216





Bill Schmidt 
<budtaz8@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bill Schmidt
344 N 13th Ave
Beech Grove, IN 46107-1112





Bill Schuler 
<bill.schuler@geminipro
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Schuler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bill Schuler



Bill Shirley 
<zgcoach@insearchofe
agles.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Shirley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Shirley
1403 Armstrong Dr
Longmont, CO 80504-1774





Bill Stern 
<billysun@wildrockies.o
rg>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Stern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Stern
1712 Espinacitas St
Santa Fe, NM 87505-3852





Bill Zager 
<wfzager@wispertel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Bill 
Zager

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.  For this reason
this project merits the utmost in scrutiny and safeguards.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Zager
6550 Kilimanjaro Dr
Evergreen, CO 80439-5300





Billy Ray Boyd 
<taterhill@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Billy 
Ray Boyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Billy Ray Boyd
522 Pine St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2439





Birgit Ditto 
<birgitditto@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Birgit 
Ditto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Birgit Ditto
1711 Tom Buk Tu Ln
Columbus, GA 31904-3216





Bita Edwards 
<greenbee79@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bita 
Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bita Edwards
PO Box 122
Woodacre, CA 94973-0122





Blair Hopkins 
<cbhoppy@frontier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Blair 
Hopkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blair Hopkins
936 W Metaline Ave
Kennewick, WA 99336-3469





Blair Mishleau 
<mishleaub@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Blair 
Mishleau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blair Mishleau
1405 Vista Ave
Janesville, WI 53545-4946





Blaise Brockman 
<fatherblaise@holyange
lsarcadia.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Blaise 
Brockman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaise Brockman



Blake Payne 
<bpontheball@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Blake 
Payne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blake Payne
2008 N 46th Ter
Fort Smith, AR 72904-6334





Blake Winter 
<mad2physicist@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Blake 
Winter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blake Winter
6313b W Quaker St
Orchard Park, NY 14127-2327





Blanca Estaba 
<bmg41951@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Blanca Estaba

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Blanca Estaba
225 11th St
Brooklyn, NY 11215-3915





Blanca Nemecek 
<craaziepr@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Blanca Nemecek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Blanca Nemecek
4740 Leverette St
Coopersville, MI 49404-9612





blase hents 
<blasehents@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to blase 
hents

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. blase hents
1714 Bryant St
San Francisco, CA 94110-1406





Blaze Bhence 
<bbhence@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Blaze 
Bhence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaze Bhence
4190 Elizabeth Ct
Cypress, CA 90630-4119





Bob Gendron 
<bobgendron@mindspri
ng.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Gendron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Gendron
2076 W Greenleaf Ave
Chicago, IL 60645-3514





Bob Johnston 
<bison1bob@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Johnston
PO Box 1126
Cooke City, MT 59020-1126





Bob Justis 
<ryjustis@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Justis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Justis
PO Box 53
Telluride, CO 81435-0053





Bob Kroeger 
<bobkroeger@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Kroeger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Kroeger
10 Old Bass River Rd
South Dennis, MA 02660-2701





Bob Lawlor 
<ralawlor@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Lawlor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Lawlor
20 Faunbar Ave
Winthrop, MA 02152-2509





Bob McNally 
<ramcnally@nasw.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bob 
McNally

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob McNally
1245 Pine Creek Way Apt J
Concord, CA 94520-5912





Bob O'Neil 
<bob9910@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Bob 
O'Neil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob O'Neil
16 Washburn Ave
Rumford, RI 02916-2813





Bob Pomilla 
<bo_po89@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Pomilla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Pomilla

NY





Bob Quail 
<bobpoetquail@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Quail

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Quail
16365 Auburn Rd
Chagrin Falls, OH 44023-2501





Bob Rosenberg 
<endobob@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Rosenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bob Rosenberg
32 Toussin Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-1421





Bob Sipe 
<bobsipe03@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Sipe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Sipe
4708 Devonshire Rd
Richmond, VA 23225-3136





Bob Slawson 
<shastabob56@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Slawson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Slawson
5837 E Harco St
Long Beach, CA 90808-2111





Bob Wellsted 
<bob_wellsted@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Wellsted

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Wellsted
5255 Clayton Rd Apt 241
Concord, CA 94521-7239





Bob Yarger 
<bobyar2001@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Bob 
Yarger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Yarger
9 Middleborough Ct
Gansevoort, NY 12831-1386





Bobbi Leung 
<windandh20@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Bobbi 
Leung

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bobbi Leung
11301 Rose Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-1207





Bobbie Eimers 
<healing1@cascadeacc
ess.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bobbie Eimers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bobbie Eimers
PO Box 2233
Estacada, OR 97023-2233





Bobby Atkins 
<atkinsbobby57@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Bobby 
Atkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bobby Atkins
322 Green Farm Rd
Chesnee, SC 29323-3328





Bobby & Ginny 
Bonometti 
<rbonomet@su.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bobby 
& Ginny Bonometti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bobby & Ginny Bonometti
260 Golds Hill Rd
Winchester, VA 22603-3129





Boi Greisen 
<davidgreisen@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Boi 
Greisen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Boi Greisen
117 Christopher St Apt 17
New York, NY 10014-4231





Bonita Black 
<doloresblk@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Bonita 
Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonita Black
5138 SE 36th Pl
Portland, OR 97202-4145





Bonita Coors 
<bcedit@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bonita 
Coors

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonita Coors
8717 Hogbac Rd
Woodstock, IL 60098-8655





Bonita De Trinis 
<bdtrinis@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Bonita 
De Trinis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonita De Trinis
2412 Howardsville Tpke
Lyndhurst, VA 22952-2209





Bonnie Barfield 
<bonbon33@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Barfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Barfield
1036 Huntington Tr Ct
Smyrna, GA 30082-2635





Bonnie bassey 
<bonniesanimalhouse@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie bassey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie bassey
57 Florence St
Central Islip, NY 11722-2606





Bonnie Bellin 
<swiss45@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Bellin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Bellin
10 Woodford Ln
Palm Coast, FL 32164-7927





Bonnie Daut 
<bonnie.daut@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Daut

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Daut
18430 Northcraft Rd SE
Tenino, WA 98589-9589





Bonnie hickey 
<bonnie.hickey@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie hickey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie hickey
25 Myrtle St
Cranford, NJ 07016-3437





Bonnie Lester 
<jefflester92@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Lester

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Lester
8 William St
Middletown, NY 10940-5806





Bonnie Margay Burke 
<b_margay@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Margay Burke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Margay Burke
PO Box 601493
San Diego, CA 92160-1493





Bonnie Mccune 
<mccunesfla@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Mccune

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonnie Mccune
5631 SW 78th St
Miami, FL 33143-5644





Bonnie McLean 
<twyndragon@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie McLean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie McLean
2319 N 15th Ave
Pensacola, FL 32503-4705





Bonnie McMillan 
<azteca@olynet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie McMillan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie McMillan
Oak Meadows
Mccleary, WA 98557





Bonnie McMullen 
<ldedwd@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie McMullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie McMullen
1 Keahole Pl
Honolulu, HI 96825-3415





Bonnie O'Neil 
<arcadian93@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie O'Neil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Bonnie O'Neil
PO Box 671
Arivaca, AZ 85601-0671





Bonnie Pelton 
<birdsflyhigher@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Pelton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Pelton
7336 Santa Monica Blvd
West Hollywood, CA 90046-6616





Bonnie Piestrak 
<bpiestrak@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Piestrak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Piestrak
1001 Wood St
Yardley, PA 19067-7413





Bonnie Ryan 
<watermeadow1@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonnie Ryan
3074 Redman Rd
Brockport, NY 14420-9465





Bonnie Sleeper 
<bon107@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Sleeper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Sleeper
24716 Carnoustie Ct
Bonita Springs, FL 34135-7623





bonnie smith 
<yellowhorsefarm@netz
ero.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
bonnie smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. bonnie smith
1209 Manzanita Dr
Santa Paula, CA 93060-1238





Bonnie Steiger 
<bonnie@bonniesteiger.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Steiger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Steiger
1335 Clay St Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94109-4168





Bonnie Tilly 
<bontil@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Tilly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Tilly
2300 E Valley Pkwy
Spc 116
Escondido, CA 92027-2733





Bonnie Watson 
<bwatson573@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonnie Watson
8736 Columbine Cir
Baldwinsville, NY 13027-1802





Bonnie Weber 
<bmw0726@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonnie Weber
227 Oak Ave
Flanders, NY 11901-4240





Bonnie Wirth 
<bwirth@pugetsound.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bonnie Wirth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Wirth
1160 Charm Acres Pl
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2534





Bonny Graham Esparza 
<bradyscafe@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Bonny 
Graham Esparza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonny Graham Esparza
121 S Pearl St
Kent, OH 44240-3415





Boots Whitehead 
<hike240@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Boots 
Whitehead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Boots Whitehead
1323 Clover St NE
Olympia, WA 98516-5740





Brad Alexander 
<brad@bradalexander.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Brad 
Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Alexander

NY





Brad Bergeron 
<trinkits62@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Brad 
Bergeron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Bergeron
328 W Hollis St
Nashua, NH 03060-3053





Brad Fitzgerald 
<brad@andro-tech.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Brad 
Fitzgerald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brad Fitzgerald
8337 Silo Ct
Sarasota, FL 34240-8237





Brad Jones 
<bradly_jones@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brad 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Jones
2035 Blackmud Creek Drive
Salt Lake City, UT 84150-0001





Brad roon 
<bradroon@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Brad 
roon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Again threatening endangered species. I have a really great idea. Why
don't we threaten Corporate CEOs, executives, and management with
extinction. I would prefer that myself, and many gentle people would
also like to see that.

Canned message;

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.



Sincerely,

Mr. Brad roon
12012 Elk Mountain Rd
Upper Lake, CA 95485-9244



Bradley Mead 
<athound@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Bradley Mead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bradley Mead
515a Caroline Ave
Charlottesville, VA 22902-5427





Bradley Webb 
<bradsweb@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Bradley Webb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bradley Webb
522 Providence Cir
Statham, GA 30666-2131





branden faber 
<brandyfaber@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
branden faber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. branden faber
2225 Glenneyre St Apt F
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-3660





Branden Floyd 
<comluc.x@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Branden Floyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Branden Floyd
3150 Slate Stone Rd
Cable, OH 43009-9754





Brandie Deal 
<laughsalot0579@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Brandie Deal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brandie Deal
15836 NE Leary Way
Redmond, WA 98052-4329





Brandon Okone 
<brandon@jsbrowncom
pany.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Brandon Okone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brandon Okone
6022 Woodshire Dr
Westerville, OH 43081-7065





Brea Breen 
<debreasystems@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brea 
Breen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brea Breen
p.o.box 77682
fort dick, CA 95538





Brenda Bailey 
<bborgmail@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Brenda Bailey
811 York St Apt 113
Oakland, CA 94610-2107





Brenda Barcelo 
<bbarcelo@ucsc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Barcelo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Barcelo
1725 Escalona Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3101





Brenda Evans 
<bree1188@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brenda Evans
164 Brannon St
Whitesburg, GA 30185-3100





Brenda Gaines 
<brendad@pioneer.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Gaines

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Gaines
93706 Swamp Creek Rd
Blachly, OR 97412-9707





Brenda Haig 
<brendajoyce4@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Haig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Haig
45 1/2 65th Place
Long Beach, CA 90803-5678





Brenda Larson 
<foubert.b@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Larson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brenda Larson
697 33rd St
Oakland, CA 94609-2943





Brenda Morris 
<bmorris97@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brenda Morris
42 Greenbrook Dr
Marlton, NJ 08053-1952





Brenda Ramirez 
<brenda.ramirez33@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Brenda Ramirez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brenda Ramirez



Brendan Oates 
<baoates@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Brendan Oates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brendan Oates
PO Box 1082
Carbondale, CO 81623-1082





Brendan Peabody 
<brendan.peabody@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Brendan Peabody

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brendan Peabody
7 Woodstream Dr
Clifton Park, NY 12065-2009





Brent Cox 
<brentcox@commspeed
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brent 
Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Cox
2446 S High View Cir Apt 2
Cottonwood, AZ 86326-5891





Brent Foret 
<bmforet@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brent 
Foret

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Foret
104 Beall St Apt 1
Pineville, LA 71360-5082





Brent Mitchell 
<1brentmitchell@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brent 
Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brent Mitchell
2940 Camino Serbal
Carlsbad, CA 92009-2900





Brent Naylor 
<brentn@willapabay.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brent 
Naylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Naylor
981 State St
Raymond, WA 98577-3801





Brent Williamson 
<crowworc@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Brent 
Williamson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Williamson
2502 NW 92nd St
Seattle, WA 98117-2831





bret Polish 
<brednjam1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to bret 
Polish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. bret Polish
15757 Royal Ridge Rd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4211





Bret Smith 
<viajeroperdido@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Bret 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bret Smith
PO Box 2824
Santa Cruz, CA 95063-2824





Brett Breitwieser  
<brett@arizuma.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Brett 
Breitwieser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Breitwieser
720 E Montecito Ave
Apt 2
Phoenix, AZ 85014-4301





Brett Heffner 
<heff01@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brett 
Heffner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Heffner
6286 Woodlawn Dr
Zionsville, PA 18092-2358





Brett Kieslich 
<physalia00@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Brett 
Kieslich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Kieslich
111 Granada Blvd
Davenport, FL 33837-7608





Brett Parmenter 
<parmenter.brett@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Brett 
Parmenter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Parmenter
5237 Denny Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3477





Brett Schultz 
<bmsch98@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Brett 
Schultz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Schultz
38 N Church Rd
Wernersville, PA 19565-2119





Brian Cassidy 
<bcassidy21@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Cassidy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Cassidy
930 Rosedale Ave Spc 46
Capitola, CA 95010-3601





Brian Castleforte 
<brian@castleforte.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Castleforte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Castleforte
15200 Vose St
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2938





Brian Charamuga 
<briancharamuga@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Charamuga

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Charamuga
2642 Rio Bravo Cir
Sacramento, CA 95826-2212





Brian Colon 
<brian_colon_2000@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Colon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Colon
1320 Stafore Dr
Bethlehem, PA 18017-1633





Brian Dougan 
<cyclekissd@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Dougan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Dougan
3154 Garfield Blvd
Lorain, OH 44052-2521





Brian Ervin 
<prowler-purple@austin.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Ervin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Ervin
8202 Talbot Cv
Austin, TX 78746-4935





Brian Foreacres 
<foreacres@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Foreacres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brian Foreacres
500 Glendale Cir
Springfield, PA 19064-3821





Brian Fugate 
<brianfb6@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Fugate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Fugate
818 N 5th St
Ottumwa, IA 52501-1812





Brian Galat 
<brian_galat@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Galat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Galat

AZ 85345-6383





Brian Gottejman 
<oceaanrider@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Gottejman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Brian Gottejman
3964 Howard Ave
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-5315





Brian Gray 
<bgraystar@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Gray
7540 Amy Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-6826





Brian Gumm 
<brimadison@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Gumm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Gumm
3515 Sheffield Manor Ter
Silver Spring, MD 20904-7276





Brian Kelly 
<bpk4@humboldt.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Kelly
524 E Wilshire Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-2042





Brian Killen 
<dcbsk77@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Killen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Killen
8010 Blair Mill Way
Apt 1304e
Silver Spring, MD 20910-6857





Brian Knittel 
<brianknittel@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Knittel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Knittel
27540 Sherlock Rd
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022-4224





Brian knott 
<red7261@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
knott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian knott
9675 Durham Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-4013





"Brian K. Sutton" 
<brianksutton@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "Brian 
K. Sutton"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian K. Sutton
122 Manor Dr
Ste 204
Bardstown, KY 40004-3258





Brian Longley 
<brian@zotzdigital.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Longley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Longley
525 NW Savage St
Grants Pass, OR 97526-1239





Brian Meadows 
<anglohebraicus@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Meadows

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Meadows
207 N Adams St
West Chester, PA 19380-2701





Brian Moore 
<centipede@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Moore
4351 Washington St NE
Columbia Heights, MN 55421-2855





Brian Murphy 
<bmurphy4824@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Murphy
1261 Sherman Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84105-2545





Brian O'Reilly 
<oreillyb@metro.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
O'Reilly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian O'Reilly
824 Elyria Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-3207





Brian Paulus 
<athena8222@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Paulus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brian Paulus
8222 Athena Ln
Severn, MD 21144-2531





Brian Pearson 
<brianbrucepearson@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Pearson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Pearson
179 Chalfont Rd
Chalfont, PA 18914-1059





Brian Peltier 
<bepeltier@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Peltier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Peltier
PO Box 7234
Asheville, NC 28802-7234





Brian Penkrot 
<penkrot@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Penkrot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Penkrot

IA





Brian Reelfs 
<bragi_t@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Reelfs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Reelfs
5224 Denny Ave Apt 202
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3471





Brian Russell 
<bigdaddybiglove@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Russell
1419 N Fairfax Ave Apt 1
West Hollywood, CA 90046-3941





Brian Schwartz 
<brian.schwartz@purch
ase.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Schwartz
2 Marion Ave
Dumont, NJ 07628-3608





Brian Scull 
<btscull68@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Scull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Scull
2526 Pennsylvania Ave
Muskegon, MI 49445-2263





Brian Skeele 
<brianvida@nm.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Skeele

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Skeele
339 Plaza Balentine
Santa Fe, NM 87501-2739





Brian Smalley 
<briansma@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Smalley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Smalley
3450 Calandria Ave
Oakland, CA 94605-4404





Brian Sorbo 
<flickersound@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Sorbo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Sorbo
3727 W Magnolia Blvd # 241
Burbank, CA 91505-2818





Brian Ulm 
<zindude@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Ulm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Ulm
201 Mauna Loa Dr
Monrovia, CA 91016-2019





Brian Waak 
<paradox42@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Waak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brian Waak

Aurora, IL 60505





Brian Yanke 
<muzic2umann@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Yanke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Yanke
3145 muirfield rd
madison, WI 53719





Brian Yannutz 
<brian.yannutz@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Brian 
Yannutz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Yannutz
438 Kaumana Dr
Hilo, HI 96720-1945





Brianna Sommer 
<bsommer@ucsc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Brianna Sommer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brianna Sommer
687 Palmera Ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3357





Bridget Anne 
<traeanne@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Bridget Anne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bridget Anne
P.O. Box
San Diego, CA 92101





Bridget Guzzi 
<btg@gardensofcaliforni
a.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Bridget Guzzi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bridget Guzzi
PO Box 3773
San Ramon, CA 94583-8773





Brigette greener 
<bardotchick@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Brigette greener

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brigette greener
2145 hamilton avw=e
San Jose, CA 95125





Brittany Adams 
<oletajeanne@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Brittany Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brittany Adams
369 Missouri St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2819





Brittany Carr 
<flower_child890@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Brittany Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brittany Carr
311 Fellowship road
MS





Brittany Kay 
<bkay@usc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Brittany Kay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Brittany Kay
2640 Benedict Canyon Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-1023





Brittany Matyas 
<bmatyas.2@go.ccad.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Brittany Matyas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brittany Matyas

NC 28269





Bronwen Evans 
<bronwynnevans@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Bronwen Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bronwen Evans
210-130e15thave
vancouver, WA 98101





Brooke Bates 
<brookletnyc@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Brooke Bates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brooke Bates
18 Grosbeak Dr
Hackettstown, NJ 07840-3332





Brooke Redden 
<brookeredden@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Brooke Redden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brooke Redden
1523 Flowerree St
Helena, MT 59601-6027





Brooke Samuelson 
<brookesam@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Brooke Samuelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brooke Samuelson
31 Baker Rd
Chester, CT 06412-1128





Brooke Walper 
<bwalper@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Brooke Walper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brooke Walper
870 Prospect Ave
Winnetka, IL 60093-1945





Brooks Altman 
<bromaltman82@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Brooks Altman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Brooks Altman
236 Monastery Ave
Philadelphia, PA 19128-4837





Bruce Anderson 
<texan@windstream.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Anderson
7764 Church Rd
Jamestown, PA 16134-6912





Bruce Blomquist 
<bruce.415@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Blomquist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Blomquist
127State Road Apt C
Kittery, ME 03904





Bruce Burns 
<burnsb319@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Burns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Burns
11441 N Interstate 35 Apt 19105
Austin, TX 78753-2971





Bruce Christopher 
<bruce@bwchristopher.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Christopher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Christopher
265 Frederick Ct
Hoffman Est, IL 60169-3510





Bruce Cratty 
<brucecratty@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Cratty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Cratty
2525 S Humboldt St
Denver, CO 80210-5116





Bruce Culver 
<turtledaddio@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Culver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Culver
PO Box 264
26 Pleasant Ave.
Deerfield, MA 01342-0264





Bruce DeHAAN 
<brucedehaan@ca.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
DeHAAN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce DeHAAN
12600 Braddock Dr Apt 134c
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6751





Bruce Ernst 
<bruceaernst@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Ernst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Ernst
113 Lytton Cir
Las Cruces, NM 88001-7409





Bruce Ground 
<bruce_ground@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Ground

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Ground
688 Golden Sunshine Cir
Orlando, FL 32807-3463





Bruce Harpham 
<bruceharpham@q.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Harpham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Harpham
3114 SW 319th Pl
Federal Way, WA 98023-2242





Bruce Hector 
<bhectormd@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Hector

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Hector
1810 Little Tujunga Canyon Road
Santa Clarita, CA 91387





Bruce Horner 
<horner.bruce@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Horner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Horner
2210 Longest Ave
Louisville, KY 40204-2121





Bruce Hyman 
<jbhyman@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Hyman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bruce Hyman
15249 Old Ranch Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8329





Bruce Jackson 
<bruce@brucejackson.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Jackson
PO Box 481
Bend, OR 97709-0481





Bruce Maxfield 
<bruce@emat.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Maxfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Maxfield
25 Dizzy Horse Rd
Buford, WY 82052-8721





Bruce Merchant 
<bmerchant@cisco.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Merchant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Merchant
5124 Garrapatos Rd
Carmel, CA 93923-8110





Bruce Morrison 
<info@morrisons-studio.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Morrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Bruce Morrison
4045 White Ave
Hartley, IA 51346-7496





Bruce Simpson 
<wrccab@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Simpson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Simpson
264 E Main St
Wilkes Barre, PA 18705-3334





Bruce Switzer 
<bswitzer@birddogllc.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Bruce 
Switzer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Switzer
2700 E Calle Los Altos
Tucson, AZ 85718-2059





Brunilda Rosario 
<bcandy35@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Brunilda Rosario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brunilda Rosario
2 Harvard Ave Apt 1
Dorchester, MA 02121-2107





Bryan Cahill 
<wffproductions@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Bryan 
Cahill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Cahill
10819 Westminster Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5517





Bryan smith 
<b_ride29@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Bryan 
smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan smith
1477 Sharon Ave
Zanesville, OH 43701-5134





Bryce Neuman 
<bjneuman@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Bryce 
Neuman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryce Neuman
93 Scott St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94117-3262





Bryce Verdier 
<bryceverdier@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Bryce 
Verdier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryce Verdier
405 Stierlin Rd
Mountain View, CA 94043-4651





Buda Kajer-Crain 
<tbcrain@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Buda 
Kajer-Crain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Buda Kajer-Crain
204 Spencer Ave
Modesto, CA 95351-2536





Buzz Marcus 
<buzzmarcus@whidbey.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Buzz 
Marcus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Buzz Marcus
3569 Shady Glen Ln
Greenbank, WA 98253-6104





Buzzoft Loker 
<thorn9200@toast.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Buzzoft Loker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Buzzoft Loker
PO Box 1211
Cloudcroft, NM 88317-1211





"B. Goheen" 
<ruthless_coyote@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to "B. 
Goheen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. B. Goheen
800 S Home St
Corrigan, TX 75939-2630





"B. Jane Christian" 
<lnstr1147@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "B. 
Jane Christian"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. B. Jane Christian
1785 W 85th Ave Apt 103
Denver, CO 80260-5033





"B. Malter" 
<banth14@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to "B. 
Malter"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. B. Malter
Catalina St
Burbank, CA 91505-3245





"B. Wayne Walker" 
<bwwalker@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to "B. 
Wayne Walker"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. B. Wayne Walker
3313 W Hawthorne Rd
Tampa, FL 33611-2939





"B.M. Philipsen" 
<fourphils@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "B.M. 
Philipsen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. B.M. Philipsen
2920 W Main St
Little Chute, WI 54911-4152





C Huber 
<jhuber@tampabay.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to C 
Huber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. C Huber
2020 Shangrila Dr
Clearwater, FL 33763-4269





Cade Bryant 
<cadehbryant@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Cade 
Bryant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cade Bryant
3300 Port Royale Dr N
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33308-7919





Cailin Carlton 
<carltonjc@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cailin 
Carlton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cailin Carlton
244 Buckley Dr
Harrisburg, PA 17112-2659





Caitilin Kane 
<caitigumbo@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Caitilin Kane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caitilin Kane
612 E 4th St
Dell Rapids, SD 57022-2012





Callie Riley 
<callie_riley@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Callie 
Riley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Callie Riley
8054 Oak Ave
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-2514





Calum Galt 
<dsroboto@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Calum Galt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Calum Galt
34143 Coventry Dr
Livonia, MI 48154-2614





Calvin Hansen 
<uucal@xmission.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Calvin 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Calvin Hansen
1957 N 775 E
North Ogden, UT 84414-2956





Cam Brunner 
<cambrunner@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cam 
Brunner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cam Brunner
5900 Camino Del Sol
Apt 407
Boca Raton, FL 33433-5803





Cami Cameron 
<dragon78923@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Cami 
Cameron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cami Cameron
1521 X St
Vancouver, WA 98661-4036





Cami Leonard 
<dreamweavertheatre@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Cami 
Leonard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cami Leonard
2100 N
Goodyear, AZ 85395





camille braccia 
<cbraccia@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
camille braccia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. camille braccia
575 Albany Ave
Amityville, NY 11701-1100





Camille Gilbert 
<camillegilbert@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Camille Gilbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Camille Gilbert
1923 San Andres St
Apt F
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4045





Camille Tschaggeny 
<mailcamille@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Camille Tschaggeny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Camille Tschaggeny
14235 SW Wildhorse Way
Beaverton, OR 97008-6712





Candace Gabriel 
<candaceg47@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Candace Gabriel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candace Gabriel
4854 N Tripp Ave
Chicago, IL 60630-2721





Candace Green 
<longdec2@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Candace Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candace Green
229 Wagonwheel Rd
Burns, KS 66840-9443





Candace Kautzer 
<cekautzer@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Candace Kautzer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candace Kautzer
106 Strathmore Gardens
Aberdeen, NJ 077472250





Candace Shandlay 
<cane195@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Candace Shandlay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candace Shandlay
2909 Stoney Cteek Road
Norristown, PA 19401





Candace Simmons 
<sweetodessa13@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Candace Simmons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candace Simmons
925 Mendocino Ave Apt A
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-4867





Candace Tuttle 
<candacetuttle2000@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Candace Tuttle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candace Tuttle
4040 Hancock St Apt 308
San Diego, CA 92110-5190





Candice Debencik 
<cdebenci@its.jnj.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Candice Debencik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Candice Debencik
3949 Folsom Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95819-4048





Candice Hartmann 
<candicejhartmann@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Candice Hartmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candice Hartmann
5015b 37th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118-1903





Candice Lynn 
<joyla06@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Candice Lynn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candice Lynn
PO Box 534
Brunswick, ME 04011-0534





Caprice Insco 
<aelryne@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Caprice Insco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caprice Insco
3319 Coral Grove Dr
San Antonio, TX 78247-4821





Cara Martin 
<cara.martin@rocketmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Cara 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cara Martin
736 S Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4529





Cara O'Neill 
<ocara_2000@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cara 
O'Neill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cara O'Neill
1260 Diamond Mountain Rd
Calistoga, CA 94515-9634





Cara Schmidt 
<cmst3@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Cara 
Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cara Schmidt
4068 Wildflower Ln
Tucker, GA 30084-6138





Caren Wilson 
<carenwilson1124@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Caren 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caren Wilson
102 N Main St
Culpeper, VA 22701-3064





Cari Helstrom 
<devilbunny23@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Cari 
Helstrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cari Helstrom

Long Beach, CA





Carl Angelo 
<villadiangelo@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Angelo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Angelo
56 Renee Pl
Staten Island, NY 10314-3323





Carl Barnwell 
<cbarnw@centurytel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Barnwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Carl Barnwell
654 W Blocker St
Colcord, OK 74338-2626





Carl Clark 
<ccarlrn@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

As a resident of Montana, I am writing to register several concerns and
requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Clark
604 34th Ave NE
Great Falls, MT 59404-1117





Carl Ellis 
<ckellis@clear.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Ellis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Ellis
2784 NE 9th Dr
Hillsboro, OR 97124-1354





Carl Hosterman 
<chosterman@centuryli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Hosterman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Hosterman
W7315 County Road X
Wausaukee, WI 54177-8933





Carl Howard 
<litlgrey@ix.netcom.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Howard
1807 N 4th St
Apt 1
Columbus, OH 43201-1918





Carl Klein 
<carl_klein@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Klein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Klein
12377 Big Tree Road
Wales Center, NY 14169





Carl Kroop 
<clkarl@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Kroop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Kroop
118 E Windsong Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85048-2091





Carl Oerke 
<carl_oerke@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Oerke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Oerke
264 Lexington Dr
River Edge, NJ 07661-1006





Carl Ollivier 
<carlollivier@tampabay.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Ollivier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Ollivier
1904 Canterbury Ln
# M31
Sun City Ctr, FL 33573-5673





Carl Raff <carl@raff.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Raff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Raff
23861 Via Navarra
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-3639



Carl Ronzheimer 
<cronzheimer@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Ronzheimer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Ronzheimer
9600 SW Imperial Dr
Portland, OR 97225-4947





Carl Stilwell 
<cbstilwell@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carl 
Stilwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Stilwell
65 N Allen Ave Apt 222
Pasadena, CA 91106-2214





Carla-Maria Dummerauf 
<chickmelion@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Carla-Maria Dummerauf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carla-Maria Dummerauf
4201 Davis Rd
PG, AK 12345-0001





Carla Allen 
<cdallen2@myfairpoint.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carla 
Allen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carla Allen
24 Oakes Manor Rd
Sangerville, ME 04479-3101





Carla Arneson 
<carneson@frontiernet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carla 
Arneson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carla Arneson
PO Box 336
Ely, MN 55731-0336





"Carla Compton, 
Advocate/Activist/Huma
nist" <csc1953@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to "Carla 
Compton, 
Advocate/Activist/Human
ist"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carla Compton, Advocate/Activist/Humanist
6762 Juniper Ln
Placerville, CA 95667-7009





Carla Maurer 
<carla_desalle@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carla 
Maurer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Carla Maurer
405 Cambria Ct
Cranberry Twp, PA 16066-3305





Carlann Copps 
<carlanncopps@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carlann Copps

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carlann Copps
PO Box 1923
Anacortes, WA 98221-6923





Carlin Ellison 
<carlinel@fastmail.fm>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Carlin 
Ellison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carlin Ellison
95 Seashore Dr
Daly City, CA 94014-2855





Carlos Alvarez 
<carlosalv2003@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carlos Alvarez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos Alvarez
158 SE 26th Ter
Cape Coral, FL 33904-2718





Carlos Florido 
<monkosf@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carlos Florido

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos Florido
1238 42nd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1209





Carlos Oropeza 
<carlos_oropeza1@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carlos Oropeza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos Oropeza
106 Ava Ave
Somerdale, NJ 08083-1704





Carlos Rivera 
<pryankee2003@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Carlos Rivera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos Rivera
3311 NW 75th Ter
Lauderhill, FL 33319-4971





Carlos trevino 
<ctrbn1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Carlos trevino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos trevino
406 Thomas Ave
Pasadena, TX 77506-3536





Carmi Bowles 
<carmib@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carmi 
Bowles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carmi Bowles
1451 44th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-2928





Carol Albert 
<changmeow@earthlink
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Albert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Carol Albert
122 W 71st St
New York, NY 10023-4036





Carol Anne Fusco 
<cafusco@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Anne Fusco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Anne Fusco
50 Del Mar Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-2058





Carol Ashley 
<ashley4c@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Ashley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Ashley
21134 Finch Dr
Park Rapids, MN 56470-3257





"Carol A. Russell" 
<carolannerussell@msn
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "Carol 
A. Russell"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

How many DEAD ZONE superFund sites are there?  The ones which have
killed generations of families, the eco-systems and the entire Cycle of
Life?  Have you seen one? I've seen over 5 - covering areas larger
thanthe eye could behold - we are the only Species orchestrating not
only our own extinction but that of all life.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Ms. Carol A. Russell
89 Greenwood St
Apt 417
Lake Placid, NY 12946-7005



Carol Bechtold 
<seabeck@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Bechtold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Bechtold
4181 Verdosa Dr
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3239





Carol Bender 
<corkie191@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Bender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Bender
1266 Pinehurst Club Ct
O Fallon, MO 63366-5963





carol berghen 
<mail@wolfandberghen.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to carol 
berghen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. carol berghen
533 28th St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2219





Carol Boudreau 
<carolsb@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Boudreau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Boudreau
565 Diebert Rd
Longview, WA 98632-9707





Carol Broll 
<carol3672@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Broll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Broll
242 Bartron Rd
Tunkhannock, PA 18657-1475





Carol Brown 
<ornurse462003@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Brown
419 Longview Ave
Conneaut, OH 44030-2829





Carol Casey 
<caseyc@cua.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Casey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Casey
2213 Canary Ct
Baltimore, MD 21231-2725





Carol Cenci 
<c_cenci@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Cenci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Cenci
345 Mountain Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-3442





Carol Coddington 
<cacod@frontiernet.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Coddington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Coddington
46 Willow Creek Rd
Washingtonville, NY 10992-1013





Carol DiBenedetto 
<caroldb2001@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
DiBenedetto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol DiBenedetto

San Francisco, CA 94117-4559





Carol Dodson 
<cdodson7@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Dodson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Dodson
108 Laurel Bay Ln
Columbia, SC 29229-8966





Carol Duke 
<flora@valinet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Duke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Duke
PO Box 454
Williamsburg, MA 01096-0454





carol easton 
<caroleaston@netzero.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to carol 
easton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. carol easton

CA





Carol Edwards 
<polebridgemod@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

It is time for a change gentlemen.
We don't need fossil fuel energy (gas, oil) if it threatens our water
sources and endangers the flora and fauna.  The truth is that if they
can't live in a place, we probably can't either.  We all evolved on the
same planet with the same ecosystem.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Ms. Carol Edwards
905 Forest Ave
Apt 2n
Evanston, IL 60202-5405



Carol Elias 
<celias@twcny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Elias

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Carol Elias
21 Middlebury Ave
Massena, NY 13662-2519





Carol Fuegi 
<igeuf@pointroberts.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Fuegi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Carol Fuegi
PO Box 1938
Point Roberts, WA 98281-1938





carol gordon 
<cgordon@jacobslaw.us
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to carol 
gordon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. carol gordon
2801 Glendower Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1118





Carol Hedlin 
<carolhedlin@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Hedlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Hedlin
4015 Ridge Way
Juneau, AK 99801-9538





Carol Hollander 
<crhollander@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Hollander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Hollander
4770 NE 7th Ave
Oakland Park, FL 33334-3212





Carol Jaggers 
<jaggersca@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Jaggers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Jaggers
10791 Gate Post Rd
Strongsville, OH 44149-2113





Carol Jo Rotrock 
<cjrotrock@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Jo Rotrock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Jo Rotrock
1313 N Custer Ave
Clawson, MI 48017-1203





Carol Johnson 
<montessori_carol@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Johnson
PO Box 339
Stephenson, MI 49887-0339





Carol Jones 
<carjonesy@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Carol Jones
2520 Derbyshire Rd
Cleveland, OH 44106-3232





Carol Kern 
<ckern@oberlin.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Kern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Kern
204 S Main St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1631





Carol Kinney 
<carolsrainbow@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Kinney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Kinney
12555 Mullan Rd
Missoula, MT 59808-9487





Carol Kirk 
<carolvkirk@netzero.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Kirk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Kirk
2360 Redwood Rd Apt 238
Napa, CA 94558-3287





Carol Kreck 
<kreck2208@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Kreck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Kreck
2208 Bellaire St
Denver, CO 80207-3724





Carol Kushner 
<carolcody@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Kushner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Kushner
4 Lore Ln
Red Hook, NY 12571-2310





Carol Masuda 
<sunsetcat17@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Masuda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Masuda
1668 Norht Forgeus Avenue
Tucson, AZ 85716





Carol Newman 
<caroltov@pacifier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Newman
44331 Peterson Ln
Astoria, OR 97103-8413





Carol Newton 
<carol.newton@testequi
ty.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Newton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Newton
3020 Griffith Park Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3010





Carol Oftedahl 
<acofte@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Oftedahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Oftedahl
PO Box 810
Montello, WI 53949-0810





Carol Powley 
<cpowley12@ne.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Powley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Powley
18 N Grove St Apt 3
Swanzey, NH 03446-3616





Carol Reins 
<daemona2010@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Reins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Reins
1635 Sherburne Ave Apt 9
Saint Paul, MN 55104-2248





Carol Robinson 
<mail4carolr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Robinson
1120 Pepper Dr
El Cajon, CA 92021-1314





Carol Rocha 
<aerocha.sr@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Rocha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Rocha
653 Hidden Lakes Dr
Martinez, CA 94553-5417





Carol Rosenblith 
<rosenblith@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Rosenblith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Rosenblith
1330 Beacon St
Waban, MA 02468-1726





Carol Sanderson 
<car4ol@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Sanderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Sanderson
2132 Soundview Dr NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-2301





carol sangster 
<joansangster@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to carol 
sangster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. carol sangster
33100 Pacific Coast Hwy
Malibu, CA 90265-2302





Carol Sarabia 
<lawrens3382@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Sarabia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Sarabia
2345 Monroe St
Madison, WI 53711-1978





carol schaming 
<cbschami_@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to carol 
schaming

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. carol schaming
2044 SE Lafayette St
Stuart, FL 34997-5821





Carol Scherick 
<carol@scherick.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Scherick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Scherick
11244 179th St
Jamaica, NY 11433-4126





Carol Sprafka 
<sprafkacj@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Sprafka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Sprafka
1553 Chickasaw Dr
Naperville, IL 60563-1345





Carol Suchecki 
<carolsuchecki@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Suchecki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Suchecki
6024 Buckingham Pkwy Unit 21
Culver City, CA 90230-6828





Carol Taggart 
<cbtaggart@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Taggart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Taggart
1705 Valparaiso Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-5560





Carol Tenaglia 
<cftenaglia@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Tenaglia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Tenaglia
116 Rogers Dr
Manchester, TN 37355-7440





Carol Walker 
<crone2@together.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Walker
198 Bristol Cliffs Dr
Bristol, VT 05443-5190





Carol Young 
<rcyoung4@frontier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Carol 
Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Young
5808 Williamsburg Way
Durham, NC 27713-2636





Carol & Darrell Vale 
<dvale@carolina.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Carol 
& Darrell Vale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We are writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol & Darrell Vale
PO Box 481824
Charlotte, NC 28269-5316





Carol & Leonard 
Goldman 
<lencar@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Carol 
& Leonard Goldman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carol & Leonard Goldman
1970 Westhampton Ct
Vero Beach, FL 32966-5126





Carole Brown 
<jaco834@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole Brown
100 Reykin Dr
North Chesterfield, VA 23236-2920





Carole Campbell 
<raggedycat@roadrunn
er.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Campbell
120 Maple Leaf Dr
Johnstown, OH 43031-1365





Carole Estrup 
<carole@caroleestrup.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Estrup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Estrup
PO Box 176
Onyx, CA 93255-0176





Carole Flood 
<caroleflood19@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Flood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Flood
221 Roops Mill Rd
Westminster, MD 21158-4100





CAROLE INGRAM 
<silverarabmare@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
CAROLE INGRAM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. CAROLE INGRAM
110 Brentwood Ln
South Fulton, TN 38257-2704





Carole Nobllitt  
<cjn.2010@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Nobllitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Nobllitt
4116 W 15th St
Greeley, CO 80634-2735





Carole Ranco 
<caroleranco@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Ranco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Ranco
21 Mayfield Dr
Westbrook, ME 04092-2534





Carole Shelton 
<cshel53@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Carole Shelton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole Shelton
1711 Preuss Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90035-4311





Carole VaJames 
<caroleandchris@juno.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carole VaJames

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole VaJames
52 pond view road
bethlehem, NH 03574-4027





Carolee Bol 
<caroleebol@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolee Bol

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolee Bol
16 Oakwood Ave
Glen Ridge, NJ 07028-1916





Carolina Albers 
<chile@stanford.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Carolina Albers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolina Albers
932 Valdez Pl
Stanford, CA 94305-1076





Caroline Beasley-Baker 
<caroline@carolinebeasl
ey-baker.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Caroline Beasley-Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Beasley-Baker
135 Lafayette Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11238-1764





Caroline harris 
<carolinealicia@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Caroline harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Caroline harris
338 Jefferson St
Roanoke Rapids, NC 27870-2019





Caroline McCormack 
<mimicormac@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Caroline McCormack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline McCormack
4613 Mt. Vernon Mem. Hwy.
Alexandria, VA 22309-3207





Caroline Roi 
<carolineroi@usa.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Caroline Roi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Caroline Roi
108 Old Farm Rd
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920-3310





Caroline Strong 
<strong@stolaf.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Caroline Strong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Strong
anonymous
Anonymous, PA 19041





Caroline Sumpter 
<c.d.artsmiths@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Caroline Sumpter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Sumpter
26814 3rd Ave NE
Arlington, WA 98223-8068





Carolyn Al-Qadi 
<caqconvert@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Al-Qadi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Al-Qadi
830 Nash Ave
Ypsilanti, MI 48198-8021





Carolyn Black 
<callemay39@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Black
551 Grand Valley Dr
Grand Junction, CO 81504-5631





Carolyn Bratton 
<carolyn@lifestreamcen
ter.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Bratton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Carolyn Bratton
2006 Windsor Ave SW
Roanoke, VA 24015-2302





Carolyn Bunker 
<carolynbunker@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Bunker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Bunker
12420 N Copper Queen Way
Oro Valley, AZ 85755-6640





carolyn burgin 
<cbablbrs@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
carolyn burgin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. carolyn burgin
21 Kilmington Ct
Fountain Inn, SC 29644-7900





Carolyn Debavadi 
<debavadi@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Debavadi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Debavadi
377 N Hillcrest Dr SW
Marietta, GA 30064-3435





Carolyn Ferrell  
<ferrellc@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Ferrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Ferrell
2715 Provincetown Ct
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-2355





Carolyn Glauz-Todrank 
<cglauztodrank@lpch.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Glauz-Todrank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Glauz-Todrank
14000 Long Ridge Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8156





Carolyn Haupt 
<carolynh41@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Haupt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Haupt
51 Villa View Dr
Staunton, VA 24401-5680





Carolyn Heines 
<carolyn@gryoga.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Heines

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Heines
1428 Byron St SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49506-1703





carolyn kubecka 
<ptpaint@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
carolyn kubecka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. carolyn kubecka
600 McMaster Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7200





Carolyn Lee 
<legallee40@ymail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Lee
526 N Lake St Lot 39
Boyne City, MI 49712-1150





Carolyn Shuman 
<mcshuman@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Shuman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Shuman
37 Claremont Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94127-1128





Carolyn Simmons 
<plymmie49@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Simmons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Simmons
3419 Riviera Dr
Sarasota, FL 34232-4745





Carolyn Summers 
<csummers@springmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Summers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Summers
63 Ferndale Dr
Hastings ON Hudson, NY 10706-1909





Carolyn Treadway 
<carolyn@gracefulllife.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Treadway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Treadway
712 N School St
Normal, IL 61761-1621





Carolyn Ward 
<csward45@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Ward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Ward
2561 Royal Pines Cir
Clearwater, FL 33763-1125





Carolyn Watts 
<heryfordwatts@olympu
s.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carolyn Watts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Watts
333 Lawrence St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-4513





carolyn young 
<westofthemoonaz@aol
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
carolyn young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. carolyn young
111 E Aspen Ave Ste 2
Flagstaff, AZ 86001-5261





Carrick Esquivel 
<carrickesquivel@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Carrick Esquivel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carrick Esquivel
4090 Brant St Apt 1
San Diego, CA 92103-1942





Carrie Affleck 
<carrie_scotgirl@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Carrie 
Affleck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carrie Affleck
805 Nelson Park Dr
Longmont, CO 80503-7679





Carrie Bishop 
<carrieb1@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Carrie 
Bishop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carrie Bishop
3920 Market St # 2
Emeryville, CA 94608-3828





Carrie Burr 
<cburr125800359@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Carrie 
Burr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carrie Burr
1460 Elm St
Unit 331
Stratford, CT 06615-7025





Carrie Cammarano 
<carrie.ellen.cammaran
o@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Carrie 
Cammarano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carrie Cammarano
101 Forest Ave
Rye, NY 10580-4117





carrie jaskowski 
<carrielovesolie@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to carrie 
jaskowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

carrie jaskowski
469 Horton Hwy
Williston Park, NY 11596-2214





Carrie Mack 
<pcmack0920@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Carrie 
Mack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carrie Mack
16340 Wayne Rd
Livonia, MI 48154-2262





Carrie Miranda 
<granitecreek@commsp
eed.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Carrie 
Miranda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Carrie Miranda
3120 Montana Dr
Prescott, AZ 86301-4626





carrie west 
<cewest67@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to carrie 
west

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. carrie west
3605 N Franklin St
Muncie, IN 47303-1124





Carson Lux 
<xul82298@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Carson Lux

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carson Lux
5842 W Dakin St
Chicago, IL 60634-2638





Cary Semit 
<ballinakil@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Cary 
Semit

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cary Semit
23 Dayton Pl
Herkimer, NY 13350-1030





Casey Mushkin 
<cmushkin@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Casey 
Mushkin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Casey Mushkin
Sewall Ave.
Brookline, MA 02446





Casey Schnaible 
<toru_kun_1@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Casey 
Schnaible

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Casey Schnaible
2330 College Way
Medford, OR 97504





Caspar Green 
<cjg@cjgreen.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Caspar Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Caspar Green
PO Box 203
Jay, NY 12941-0203





Cassandra Ryen-Carroll 
<velveteenrabbitt@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cassandra Ryen-Carroll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cassandra Ryen-Carroll
3029 NW 56th St
Seattle, WA 98107-4248





Cassandra Valent 
<tokki117@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cassandra Valent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cassandra Valent
15 Bickel Rd
Washington, NJ 07882-3909





Cassie Whiteside 
<cassie@cassieandalle
n.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Cassie Whiteside

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cassie Whiteside
26 Highland St
Asheville, NC 28801-1809





Cat Vallario 
<purrkids@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cat 
Vallario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cat Vallario
401 Talcottville Rd
Vernon, CT 06066-4031





Cate Cabot 
<see.life@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cate 
Cabot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cate Cabot
PO Box 85
Kelly, WY 83011-0085





Catherina Pressman 
<catherina3@ecentral.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Catherina Pressman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherina Pressman
1590 Tamarack Ave
Boulder, CO 80304-0855





Catherine Ayoub 
<malificent59@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Ayoub

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Ayoub
8430 Gardena Hills Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89178-8201





Catherine Booher 
<booherprice@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Booher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Catherine Booher
3922 Cloverhill Rd
Baltimore, MD 21218-1707





Catherine brumbaugh 
<cbrumbaugh@bpmlaw.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine brumbaugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine brumbaugh
400 Melrose Ave E
Apt 608
Seattle, WA 98102-6838





Catherine Garneski  
<acey@udel.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Garneski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Garneski
10 Holly Tree Cir
Newark, DE 19702-3604





Catherine Hunt 
<cchunt205@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Hunt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Hunt
309 Rivercrest Dr
Piscataway, NJ 08854-4734





Catherine Keller 
<cemekeller@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Keller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Keller
5355 Thomas Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-1433





Catherine McNeff 
<penney@olypen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine McNeff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine McNeff
828 Harrison St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-6522





Catherine Morgan 
<cathrynm15@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Catherine Morgan
5321 E 30th Pl
Tulsa, OK 74114-6313





Catherine Tierney 
<ctierney@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Tierney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Tierney
4440 Lindell Blvd
Saint Louis, MO 63108-2449





Catherine Verna 
<katie@r-v-r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Verna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine Verna
1070 Anjanette Ln
Creedmoor, NC 27522-9735





Catherine Ward 
<catherine@bham.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Ward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Ward
1912 16th Ave S
Birmingham, AL 35205-5607





Catherine Yost 
<catherineyost@theriver
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Catherine Yost

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Yost
1137 Rae Ln
Happy Jack, AZ 86024-8134





Cathi Warren 
<cjwarren12@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cathi 
Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cathi Warren
3710 N 112th Ave
Omaha, NE 68164-2806





Cathie Leslie 
<borderpups@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Cathie Leslie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathie Leslie
891 Eagle Wings Rd
Las Cruces, NM 88007-6718





Cathie Serletic 
<siriusmedicine@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cathie Serletic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Cathie Serletic
990 Geary St Apt 401
San Francisco, CA 94109-7027





Cathleen Caputo 
<cathleen_caputo@prog
ressive.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cathleen Caputo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathleen Caputo
2501 Rockefeller Rd
Wickliffe, OH 44092-2052





Cathleen Dagher 
<catdagher@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Cathleen Dagher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathleen Dagher
67-041 Kealohanui Street
Waialua, HI 96791





Cathleen Day 
<cathleendaytx@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cathleen Day

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathleen Day
909 Berrywood Dr
Austin, TX 78753-2423





Cathryn Carlson 
<manytrees96@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cathryn Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathryn Carlson
2383 Riceville Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-9794





Cathryn Moitoret 
<katemoit@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cathryn Moitoret

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathryn Moitoret
PO Box 753
305 Chalcocite
Tyrone, NM 88065-0753





Cathryn Nicholas 
<cathryn.nicholas@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Cathryn Nicholas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Cathryn Nicholas
91 Laurel Pl
New Rochelle, NY 10801-7183





Cathryn Russell 
<bc2@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cathryn Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathryn Russell
4292 Shire Rd
Greenbank, WA 98253-6312





Cathy Aarset 
<caarset@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Aarset

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Aarset
1821 S Ethel Ave
Alhambra, CA 91803-3042





Cathy Brownlee 
<serendipitycat@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Brownlee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Brownlee
246 County Road 421
Mountain Home, AR 72653-8195





Cathy Carver 
<cathycarver@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Carver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Carver
PO Box 453
New York, NY 10276-0453





Cathy Cole 
<cc@spontaneous-shift.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Cole
2845 Willow Tree Ln Unit L
Fort Collins, CO 80525-4788





Cathy Holden 
<holdenresearch@att.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Holden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Holden
PO Box 254733
Sacramento, CA 95865-4733





Cathy Lewis-Dougherty 
<cathyld321@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Lewis-Dougherty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Lewis-Dougherty
13644 Twin Creek Ln
Lake Oswego, OR 97035-8794





Cathy Nist 
<morphalogic@netzero.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Nist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Nist
34513 Hwy 101 Business
Astoria, OR 97103-6662





Cathy Pohlman 
<feluscatus@email.msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Pohlman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Pohlman
1927 Miller St
Apt 108
La Crosse, WI 54601-8512





Cathy Policky 
<cpresides@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Policky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Policky
11509 Enterprise Dr
Westchester, IL 60154-5824





"Cathy S. Carpenter" 
<kooltool_99@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
"Cathy S. Carpenter"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy S. Carpenter
167 Centre Ave Apt 1b
New Rochelle, NY 10805-2732





Cathy Todhunter 
<cathytodhunter@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cathy 
Todhunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathy Todhunter
3120 Bowen
Richmond, VA 23218





Cecelia Cox 
<candkcox@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cecelia Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cecelia Cox
1914 Efland Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408-4114





Cecil Scott 
<cecil.scott@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Cecil 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cecil Scott
361 Carroll St
Apt 3d
Brooklyn, NY 11231-5046





Cecil Woolley 
<fmulder0011@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Cecil 
Woolley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cecil Woolley
7951 Stuart St
Westminster, CO 80030-4427





Cecilia Burns 
<ceciliaburns001@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Cecilia Burns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cecilia Burns
3080 S Telluride St
Aurora, CO 80013-4404





Cecilia Ledesma 
<cecilia.ledesma@excel
capasia.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cecilia Ledesma

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cecilia Ledesma
Cyberport
Pok Fu Lam
Hong Kong, None 00000





Cedar Armbruster 
<cedar13@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cedar 
Armbruster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cedar Armbruster
5207 12th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105-3549





Celeste Howard 
<celeste@pacifier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Celeste Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Celeste Howard
6525 NE Deer Run St
Hillsboro, OR 97124-8902





Celeste Shitama 
<celesteas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Celeste Shitama

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Celeste Shitama
425 NE 9th St
Gainesville, FL 32601-5580





Celia Foster 
<suaviterinmodo@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Celia 
Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celia Foster
4640 Orange Blossom Dr
Zephyrhills, FL 33542-5620





Celia Maness 
<celia_maness@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Celia 
Maness

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celia Maness
2786 Quail Valley Dr
Wildwood, MO 63005-7036





Celinda Burns 
<eniosha@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Celinda Burns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celinda Burns
3101 Foster Ave Apt 4d
Brooklyn, NY 11210-2622





Chad Armknecht 
<blydrix@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Chad 
Armknecht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new,  needs to be done right. This HCP
will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects
around the country. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis
and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chad Armknecht
8206 W 107th St
Palos Hills, IL 60465-1867



chad collins 
<tazman471@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to chad 
collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. chad collins
63 Eastern Ave Apt A
Greencastle, PA 17225-1171





Chad Mullins 
<chadmullins1@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Chad 
Mullins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chad Mullins
2021 Lincoln Cir
Holladay, UT 84124-1708





Chad Rosin 
<chad_rosin@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Chad 
Rosin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Chad Rosin
1010 E Lincoln Ave
Little Chute, WI 54140-2221





"Chadwick Wright, M.D., 
Ph.D." 
<wright.491@osu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
"Chadwick Wright, M.D., 
Ph.D."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chadwick Wright, M.D., Ph.D.
8952 Marchbank Ln
Lewis Center, OH 43035-8418





Chantal Miller 
<akibameow@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Chantal Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chantal Miller
2425 Colgate Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304-5316





chantal tousignant 
<chantal.tousignant@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
chantal tousignant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. chantal tousignant
744 Noriega Way
Pacifica, CA 94044-4033





Chapa Apach 
<chapa6735@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Chapa Apach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chapa Apach
6735 W 64th Pl
Chicago, IL 60638-4837





Char Hoffman 
<charh2@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Char 
Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Char Hoffman
3844 Peninsular Shores Dr
Grawn, MI 49637-9610





char laughon 
<charlaugh@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to char 
laughon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. char laughon
PO Box 370687
Montara, CA 94037-0687





Charlene Foulke 
<charinchicago@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Charlene Foulke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlene Foulke
812 Pembrooke Rd
Libertyville, IL 60048-3048





Charlene Hutcheson 
<cdhut@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Charlene Hutcheson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlene Hutcheson
2860 Jefferson St SE
Roanoke, VA 24014-3320





Charlene Kerchevall  
<ramblin@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charlene Kerchevall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlene Kerchevall
533 S Nevada St
Oceanside, CA 92054-4040





charlene padworny 
<fosseygirl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
charlene padworny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. charlene padworny
1117 Oakdale Dr
Pottstown, PA 19464-2782





Charlene Woodcock 
<charlene@woodynet.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charlene Woodcock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I wish to comment on the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) covers too much territory
to be feasible: 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of
pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, which may affect approximately 100
federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The
plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and
ecologically cohesive units.

50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlene Woodcock
2355 Virginia St
Berkeley, CA 94709-1315





Charles Bauer 
<cbauer9@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Charles Bauer
18335 N Krista Way
Surprise, AZ 85374-3045





Charles Beck 
<cfbeck@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Beck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Beck
3406 Canyon View Ct
Mckinney, TX 75071-3244





"Charles Bradley Sr." 
<bradley804@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
"Charles Bradley Sr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Bradley Sr.
309 Dixwell Ave
New Haven, CT 06511-3420





Charles Byrne 
<charles-byrne@rocket
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Byrne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Byrne
201 W Washington St Apt 2
Champaign, IL 61820-3584





Charles Davids 
<cdmacjack@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Davids

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Davids
1312 Moore St
Daytona Beach, FL 32114-2314





Charles Dorn 
<cjdorn@buckeye-expre
ss.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Dorn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Dorn
101 Civic Dr
Perrysburg, OH 43551-2202





Charles Engman 
<gldman@picusnet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Engman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Engman
7307 Yorktown Dr
Norfolk, VA 23505-4107





Charles Fox 
<cfox@aviandesign.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The very last thing we need now is more ecological destruction for yet
another fossil fuel project. I urge FWS to deny take permits for this
disruptive mega project.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Fox



2300 W Alameda St Apt A5
Santa Fe, NM 87507-9655



Charles Gould 
<bace7@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Gould

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Gould
13719 - 42nd Ave. E.
Tacoma, WA 98446-1711





Charles Hendzel 
<c-fux@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Hendzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Hendzel
231 Boden Ave
Carnegie, PA 15106-3105





Charles J Long 
<pharoah1954@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Charles J Long

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles J Long
59 Quail Meadow Rd
Placitas, NM 87043-8826





Charles James 
<chjj@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles James

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles James
511 E 8th St Apt 3
Little Rock, AR 72202-3966





Charles Jonaitis 
<n0vathecat@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Jonaitis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Jonaitis
2027 N Curson Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2209





Charles Leidig 
<fuzcml@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Leidig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Leidig
415 N 3rd St
Steelton, PA 17113-2114





Charles Mccall 
<mc1wb@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Mccall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Mccall
278 Vine St
West Bend, WI 53095-4735





Charles Neal 
<ckrneal@bresnan.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Neal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Neal
1526 Alger Ave
Cody, WY 82414-3912





Charles Pitchalonis 
<pitch1934@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Pitchalonis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Pitchalonis
371 Independence Dr
Holland, PA 18966-2741





Charles Raymond 
<cfr98115@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Raymond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Raymond
3798 NE 97th St
Seattle, WA 98115-2564





Charles Richmond 
<crichmond4@ca.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Richmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Richmond
2052 Newport Blvd
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-7140





Charles Robinson 
<av984@lafn.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Charles Robinson
1851 Ivar Ave Apt 306
Los Angeles, CA 90028-5047





Charles Roth 
<cmrdesign@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Roth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Roth
1091 N Los Robles Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104-3556





Charles Salgado 
<acedmnd77@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Salgado

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Salgado
5 Braziel Ln
La Luz, NM 88337-9409





Charles Schmalz 
<charlii@mediacombb.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Schmalz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Schmalz
19131 Deer Hill Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8152





Charles Shelton 
<crsheltn@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Shelton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Shelton
PO Box 453
Grottoes, VA 24441-0453





Charles Straut 
<cstraut@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Straut

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Straut
1021 E 87th St # 6a
Brooklyn, NY 11236-4253





Charles Warren 
<charles.warren13@veri
zon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Warren
1085 E Mann Rd
Bartow, FL 33830-7402





Charles Wieland 
<casper55@hush.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Wieland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Wieland
206 Compton Cir Apt A
San Ramon, CA 94583-1683





Charles Zimmerman 
<scudder60@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Charles Zimmerman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Zimmerman
2340 N Camino Castile
Tucson, AZ 85715-4311





Charles & Kathleen 
Fitze 
<ckfitze@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charles & Kathleen Fitze

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles & Kathleen Fitze
12914 W 102nd St
Lenexa, KS 66215-1836





Charlie Biel 
<charliebiel@hughes.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Charlie Biel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

If you are having any doubts about what it is you should be doing for
America. Take a look at your letter head. "The US Fish and
Wildlife Service" You're only feeling the pressure because suicide
industrial expansion is having to account for itself more and more.
Don't sell out! Follow your doctrine.

Sincerely,



Mr. Charlie Biel
Arrow Hill Ranch
Laconia, IN 47135



charlie mccullagh 
<c.mtoole@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
charlie mccullagh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. charlie mccullagh
311 River Rd
Red Bank, NJ 07701-2370





Charlotte Edwards 
<charlotte_edwards21@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charlotte Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlotte Edwards
12a Hillside Ln
Westford, VT 05494-9769





Charlotte Fleming 
<cksfleming@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Charlotte Fleming

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlotte Fleming
4566 N Lake Orlando Pkwy
Orlando, FL 32808-1716





Charlotte Grillot  
<cgrillot@goucher.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Charlotte Grillot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Grillot
406 W 56th St
New York, NY 10019-3643





Charlotte Hughes 
<achughes@shentel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Charlotte Hughes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Hughes
209 Cannon Hill Rd
Mount Jackson, VA 22842-2818





Charlotte Mullen 
<cmullen@tds.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Charlotte Mullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Mullen
102 N Page St
Stoughton, WI 53589-1637





Charlotte Sines 
<ladycatx@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Charlotte Sines

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

By the time the 50 years are up some of the species will be extinct.
Pipelines leaks. We all know this. Until pipelines can be developed
that won't leak, the environment can't take anymore. Don't approve this
disaster in the making.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlotte Sines



PO Box 434
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389-0434



Charmaine Pulgados 
<cpulgados@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Charmaine Pulgados

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Charmaine Pulgados
46-3835 Old Mamalahoa Hwy
Honokaa, HI 96727-7039





Charmaine Ripton 
<crripton@bak.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Charmaine Ripton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charmaine Ripton
22621 Camp Dr
Tehachapi, CA 93561-8234





charu rachlis 
<yoginicharu@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to charu 
rachlis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. charu rachlis
708 Albemarle St
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3219





chas martin 
<chasmartin2004@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to chas 
martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. chas martin
4331 Southview Way Dr
Saint Louis, MO 63129-6716





Chauncey Wood 
<chaunceywood@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Chauncey Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chauncey Wood
16444 E Monaco Dr
Unit B
Fountain Hills, AZ 85268-4740





Chele Gutek 
<chele@solarsystement
ertainment.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Chele 
Gutek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Chele Gutek
963 Edgecliffe Dr Apt 19
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1553





Chelsea Hopper 
<bassetized@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Chelsea Hopper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chelsea Hopper
722 Northern Ave
Clarkston, GA 30021-1917





Chelsea K Potts 
<ckwolfling@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Chelsea K Potts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chelsea K Potts
4707 Holston River Ct
San Jose, CA 95136-2710





Chelsea Pettit 
<pettit.chelsea@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Chelsea Pettit

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chelsea Pettit
1080 W Kaibab Ln
Flagstaff, AZ 86001-6202





Cheri Carlson 
<cjbaw@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Cheri 
Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheri Carlson
20505 64th Dr NE
Arlington, WA 98223-8281





Cheri Dzubak 
<crazyjaniecad@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Cheri 
Dzubak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheri Dzubak
69 Elton Ave
Yardville, NJ 08620-1531





Cherie Connick 
<cconnick@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cherie Connick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cherie Connick
2565 Le Clair Ave
Crescent City, CA 95531-9142





Cherise Verrett 
<cverrett@csumb.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cherise Verrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Cherise Verrett
3114 Crescent Ave Apt 24
Marina, CA 93933-3143





Cherri Hardy 
<asialeigh50@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Cherri 
Hardy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cherri Hardy
436 S Shasta Way
Upland, CA 91786-7127





Cherry Battaglia 
<brewster.c@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cherry Battaglia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cherry Battaglia
293 Eastside Dr
San Jose, CA 95127-1903





Cheryl Alison 
<cheryl.alison@tufts.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Alison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Alison
82 Bristol Rd
Medford, MA 02155-1179





Cheryl Dare 
<cmdare38401@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Dare

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Dare
1081 Court Ave Apt 810a
Memphis, TN 38104-2126





Cheryl Denis 
<cheryl@fishnwater.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Denis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Denis
21 Wendy Way
Portland, ME 04103-2928





Cheryl Dykstra 
<wordpecker@netzero.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Dykstra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Dykstra
1106 Van Antwerp Rd
Niskayuna, NY 12309-5927





Cheryl Elkins 
<cejewelryonline@cox.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Elkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Elkins
5025 Pirotte Dr
San Diego, CA 92105-5339





Cheryl Elsass 
<cherylelsass_715@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Elsass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Elsass
183 Kinkel Ave
Mansfield, OH 44907-1717





Cheryl Fontaine 
<geneva.cheryl@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Fontaine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Fontaine
3815 N Machias Rd
Lake Stevens, WA 98258-9715





Cheryl Geanacopoulos 
<greengoddess7@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Geanacopoulos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Geanacopoulos

FL





Cheryl Gilin 
<cgilin@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Gilin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Gilin
315 W Bluff St
Marquette, MI 49855-4315





Cheryl Johnson 
<cebojohnson@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Johnson
2593 5 Mile Rd NE
Grand Rapids, MI 49525-1705





Cheryl Knecht 
<merlinb@email.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Knecht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Knecht
3015 Gertrude St
Riverside, CA 92506-4324





Cheryl McGraw 
<cmcgraw910@bellsout
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl McGraw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
TOO BIG to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan NEEDS TO BE PARTITIONED into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 YEARS IS FAR, FAR TOO LONG for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is INAPPROPRIATE to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl McGraw
121 Eastpointe Rd
Rocky Point, NC 28457-7556





Cheryl McKiernan 
<czoss_zoss@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl McKiernan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl McKiernan
609 S Kennedy Ave
Sioux Falls, SD 57103-2665





Cheryl Miranda 
<sheri3020@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Miranda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Miranda
3020 SE Wake Rd
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34984-6349





Cheryl Parkins 
<cparkins@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Parkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Parkins
4285 Gilbert St
Oakland, CA 94611-5115





Cheryl Pena 
<khufy@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Pena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Pena
4900 Woodstone Dr
Apt 507
San Antonio, TX 78230-1126





Cheryl Plautz 
<cherylp@netwurx.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Plautz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Plautz
983 Tam O Shanter Dr
Hartford, WI 53027-9748





Cheryl Reeser 
<joelypop@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Reeser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Reeser



Cheryl Remy 
<cheryl_remy77@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Remy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Remy
1132 E Paint St
Washington Court House, OH 43160-1629





Cheryl Rosebrook 
<namastetoyou2@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Rosebrook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Rosebrook
1711 Emerson Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2907





Cheryl Rosenfeld 
<rosenfeldc@missouri.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Rosenfeld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Cheryl Rosenfeld
4340 Roemer Rd
Columbia, MO 65202-7059





Cheryl Sass 
<1redelf@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Sass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Sass
5625 Imperial Ave Apt 411
San Diego, CA 92114-3952





Cheryl Seltzer 
<cherylseltzer@nyc.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Seltzer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Seltzer
333 West End Avenue-16C
New York, NY 10023





Cheryl Wihite 
<freelittledragon@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Wihite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Wihite
2882 Cobblemoor Ln
Sandy, UT 84093-1916





Cheryl Wooden 
<cheryl_wooden@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Wooden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Wooden
5 Cross St
Acton, MA 01720-4914





Cheryl Zellmer 
<cheryl.zellmer@fairfax
county.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cheryl Zellmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Zellmer
14455 Turin Ln
Centreville, VA 20121-2271





Cherylmarie hawkins 
<babybaby4ever2000@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cherylmarie hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cherylmarie hawkins
680 Orchard Ave
Muskegon, MI 49442-3672





chet arachy 
<chetarachy@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to chet 
arachy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. chet arachy
2106 Beckett Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-5201





Chiari Legare 
<clubharriet@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Chiari 
Legare

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Chiari Legare
12 Mulberry St Apt 1
Claremont, NH 03743-2538





Chilton Gregory 
<chilton@unm.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Chilton Gregory

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chilton Gregory
1104 Marquette Pl NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106-4703





Chimey Lee 
<chimey3@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Chimey Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chimey Lee
1501 Blake St Apt 306
Berkeley, CA 94703-1888





Chip Henneman 
<ww2buff39_45@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Chip 
Henneman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chip Henneman
3117 Orson F Dr
Layton, UT 84040-7547





Chloe Pashman 
<dreamship7@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Chloe 
Pashman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chloe Pashman
333 E 75th St
New York, NY 10021-3049





Chris Adams 
<cadams4@iuhealth.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Adams
8920 Latitudes Way Apt 1208
Indianapolis, IN 46237-8394





Chris Alexander 
<alexander.chris@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Chris Alexander
4614 Kirker Rd
Loxahatchee, FL 33470-2220





Chris Asch 
<moretime2read@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Asch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Asch
33 Greenwich Ave Apt 5h
New York, NY 10014-2783





Chris Dayani 
<dayani3331@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Dayani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Dayani
204 E Alhambra Rd
Alhambra, CA 91801-2557





Chris Dodds 
<stikfigure513@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Dodds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Chris Dodds
3833 122nd Ave NW
Coon Rapids, MN 55433-1662





Chris Fleischman 
<cjfleischman@aim.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Fleischman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Fleischman
4225 E Buena Terra Way
Phoenix, AZ 85018-1104





Chris Freytag 
<christine.freytag@l-3co
m.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Freytag

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Freytag
519 Charro Way
Nipomo, CA 93444-5738





Chris Grenier 
<cmgreni@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Grenier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Grenier
3008 N Troy St
Chicago, IL 60618-6909





Chris Grushas 
<radtec78@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Grushas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Grushas
924 7th Ave
La Grange, IL 60525-2969





Chris Joslyn 
<christinejoslyn@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Joslyn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Chris Joslyn
110 Alexander Rd
New Britain, CT 06053-1062





Chris Kembel 
<ckynynja@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Kembel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Kembel
901 Meng Dr
Fort Morgan, CO 80701-3857





Chris Lanane 
<lanane.c@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Lanane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Lanane
2714 Sierra Vista Way
Bishop, CA 93514-3034





Chris Martin 
<mediastupor@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Martin
2113 Maplewood Ave
Richmond, VA 23220-5828





Chris Moulton 
<cmoulton50@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Moulton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Moulton
45 Hemlock Hill Rd
Carlisle, MA 01741-1206





Chris Pan Launois 
<panmail@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Chris 
Pan Launois

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Pan Launois
131 W 85th St
New York, NY 10024-4435





Chris & Doug debolt 
<ddebolt@frontiernet.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Chris 
& Doug debolt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Chris & Doug debolt
9810 Edeva Way
Elk Grove, CA 95624-9617





Christa Hubbard 
<clhubbard.com@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christa Hubbard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christa Hubbard
3155 Colorado Ave
Flint, MI 48506-2531





Christen Morris 
<arnnc10@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christen Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christen Morris
4831 N Central Expy
Dallas, TX 75205-3520





Christi DeMark 
<angelfish2012@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Christi 
DeMark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christi DeMark
1 Marine View Plz
Hoboken, NJ 07030-5725





Christiaan Siano 
<cxiaan@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Christiaan Siano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christiaan Siano
3501 Robinson Ave
Austin, TX 78722-1811





Christian Burchard 
<christian@burchardstu
dio.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christian Burchard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christian Burchard
777 Pompadour Dr
Ashland, OR 97520-9399





Christiane Riederer 
<d35@design35.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christiane Riederer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christiane Riederer
1008 S Center St
Ashland, VA 23005-2011





Christie Conlon 
<cwroble@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christie Conlon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christie Conlon
6685 Beaver Ridge Ct
Snow Camp, NC 27349-9685





Christina 
Berger-Everroad 
<carnagevisor@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christina 
Berger-Everroad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Berger-Everroad
855 Pennsylvania St Apt 106
Denver, CO 80203-3131





Christina Dawson 
<tinadawson@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Dawson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is too big. Currently, it
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline
in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally
listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs to
be partitioned into more geographically and ecologically cohesive
units.

It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill
endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows
what the status of those species may be in terms of climate change,
disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors.
Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are inadequate. The
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure
projects around the country, both in terms of geographic and temporal
scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and
protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit. In short, there is too much at stake and
NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Dawson
20130 87th Ave SW
Vashon, WA 98070-6210



Christina Golamis 
<chrissyjogo@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Golamis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Golamis
132 Centreline Ave
Williamsport, PA 17701-9137





Christina Goode 
<christina_goode@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Goode

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Goode
1615 Old Palm Ln
Delray Beach, FL 33483-5970





Christina Jensen 
<chrissy800@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Jensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Jensen
155 Coral Ln
Wheeling, IL 60090-3943





christina marti  
<christinamarti12@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
christina marti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. christina marti
655 W Irving Park Rd
Chicago, IL 60613-3123





Christina Palmer 
<daisyx8100@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Palmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Palmer
2035 Robinwood Ln
Riverwoods, IL 60015-1409





Christina Pender 
<ckloukides@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Pender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Pender
321 Redstone Dr
Bellvue, CO 80512-6313





Christina Wilson 
<queenopearls@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christina Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Wilson
1370 Sloane Ave Apt 914
Lakewood, OH 44107-3161





Christine Amsbary 
<xanadu4ever7770@att.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Amsbary

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

The purpose of my message is to register several concerns and requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

Primarily, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too
big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species.

HCP must be partitioned into several, more geographically and
ecologically cohesive units.

Also, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.

To grant a permit to a company which would injure or kill endangered
species 50 years into the future - is absolutely unacceptable.  No one
knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors.

Furthermore, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to
account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances - are inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is a new concept; if it goes forward at all,
it must be done right.

This Habitat Conservation Plan will pave the way for other large-scale
energy infrastructure projects around our nation, both in terms of
geographic and temporal scope.

Should this plan get approved without adequate analysis and protective
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to
follow suit.

To summarize - there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to



be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Amsbary
PO Box 26812
Fort Worth, TX 76126-0812



Christine Angeli 
<chris@angeli.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Angeli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Angeli
13183 Thompson Rd
Anacortes, WA 98221-9319





Christine Boisse 
<caboisse@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Boisse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Christine Boisse
615 Fernglen Ct
Colorado Spgs, CO 80906-6804





Christine Brazzell  
<jewelair@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Brazzell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Brazzell
2340 Grinstead Dr
Apt 3
Louisville, KY 40204-2359





Christine Calhoun 
<christine_calhoun@sbc
global.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Calhoun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Calhoun
60 Regal Ter
Appleton, WI 54915-4763





Christine Canavan 
<puckeysmom@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Canavan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Canavan
9075 Somerset Rd
Thornville, OH 43076-9389





Christine De Angelis  
<ciara77055@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christine De Angelis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine De Angelis
PO Box 802142
Houston, TX 77280-2142





Christine Engel 
<chrisme@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Engel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Engel
6458 Stone Bridge Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-5852





Christine Fluor 
<cafluor@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Fluor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Fluor
4715 Surrey Dr
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-2726





Christine Garcia 
<christine@animalattorn
ey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Garcia
2404 California St # 4
San Francisco, CA 94115-2620





Christine Hertzog 
<chertzog@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Hertzog

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Hertzog
80 Loyola Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-3811





Christine kelly 
<uoldbird50@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine kelly
7 W Oak Ave
Flagstaff, AZ 86001-1471





Christine King 
<slacker_cricket@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Christine King

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine King
146 College Hwy Apt 7
Southampton, MA 01073-9432





Christine Mata 
<christim@alphafund.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Mata

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Mata
8637 Stehlin Ave
Orangevale, CA 95662-4435





Christine Olick 
<christine.olick@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Olick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Olick
1119 Quincy Ave Fl 2
Dunmore, PA 18510-1144





Christine Ostopoff  
<chrisforanimals@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Ostopoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Ostopoff
447 Fitzgerald St
Philadelphia, PA 19148-3912





Christine Radau 
<goveggiecr@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Radau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Radau
8 Wallace Dr
Plainview, NY 11803-2916





Christine Ressa 
<tinaressa@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Ressa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Ressa
611 S Yucca Ave
Rialto, CA 92376-6968





Christine Schiller  
<chrizzli@silvervescenc
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Schiller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Schiller
32 Round Hill Rd
Foster, RI 02825-1447





Christine Swenning 
<theberkeleybaby@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Swenning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Christine Swenning
PO Box 5329
Richmond, CA 94805-0329





Christine Valadon 
<christinevaladon@sbcg
lobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Valadon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Valadon
2661 Euclid Heights Blvd
Cleveland, OH 44106-2881





Christine Wass 
<chrisw1220@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Wass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Wass
7100 Round Hill Dr Apt B3
Waterford, MI 48327-4018





Christine Wight 
<cwight10@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Wight

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Wight
PO Box 613
Gloucester, MA 01931-0613





Christine Wills 
<farrell.c@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Wills

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Wills



Christine Zausten 
<lovelylulu63@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christine Zausten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Zausten
909 Andrus Ave
Lansing, MI 48917-2200





Christopher Berti  
<cberti@parkland.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Berti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Berti
411 W Nevada St
Urbana, IL 61801-4110





Christopher Brunje 
<cbrunje_2000@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Brunje

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Brunje
30494 Camas Swale Rd
Creswell, OR 97426-9796





Christopher Clay 
<cclayball@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Clay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Clay
118 N Walnut St
Beacon, NY 12508-2018





Christopher Cook 
<rockgems@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Cook
6878 S Y Lightning Ranch Rd
Hereford, AZ 85615-9272





Christopher Dent 
<dentyne_ice79@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Dent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Dent

FL 32605-3117





Christopher Duffner  
<cmduffner@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Duffner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Duffner
18 Sandra Dr
Hauppauge, NY 11788-2726





Christopher fagnant  
<christopherfagnant@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher fagnant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher fagnant
2108 N Spaulding Ave
Chicago, IL 60647-2706





Christopher Fitch 
<cfitch@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Fitch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Fitch
2908 147th St
Flushing, NY 11354-2454





Christopher Gautrau 
<gautrau@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Gautrau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Gautrau
12 Old Lantern Rd
New Milford, CT 06776-2416





Christopher Heine 
<christoph333@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Heine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is ludicrous and irresponsible to grant a
permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half a century
into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may
be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a
whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and
FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen
circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should
be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is FAR too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to
be approved as is, or More Importantly, to be approved AT ALL!!!

Sincerely,

Dr. Christopher Heine
6720 Sandwell Ln
Apt 008
Raleigh, NC 27607-5475





Christopher Kantarjiev  
<cak@dimebank.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Kantarjiev

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Christopher Kantarjiev
1530 Portola Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1039





Christopher Kornmann 
<chris@spitandimage.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Kornmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Kornmann
1735 Van Buren Ave
Saint Paul, MN 55104-1730





Christopher Kunkel 
<ckunkel2000@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Kunkel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Kunkel
349 Glenpark Ln
Midlothian, VA 23114-3098





christopher Marrero 
<cmak_3@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
christopher Marrero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. christopher Marrero
42 Mansion St
Winooski, VT 05404-2030





Christopher Marshall  
<bass1451@netscape.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Marshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Marshall
1008 Rutledge Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5510





Christopher Martin 
<mr.martinisan@me.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Martin
24 Montauk Blvd
East Hampton, NY 11937-1869





Christopher McCamic 
<chris.mccamic@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher McCamic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

God, I wish I could painstakingly hand write every one of these
clicktivism things that comes through my inbox.  I am doing everything
I can to make the world we live in a good one.  Why must we spend so
much of our time keeping a few people's dicks out of our @$$es, pardon
my frankness?  It's just dumb.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mr. Christopher McCamic
13432 Chariho Ln
Windermere, FL 34786-6722



Christopher Nelson 
<chrisschross@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Nelson
909 W University Pkwy Apt 402
Baltimore, MD 21210-3603





Christopher Nicotera 
<magnetbox58@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Nicotera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Nicotera
212 Field Rd
Morgan, VT 05853-9627





Christopher Roche 
<jah_roche@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Roche

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Roche
4811 Saint George St
Reading, PA 19606-3370





Christopher Vargas 
<cvargas1113@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Vargas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Vargas
20329 Elkwood St
Winnetka, CA 91306-2203





Christopher Walsh 
<cdoobs@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Christopher Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Walsh
750 Driggs Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11211-5345





Christy Carosella 
<cacarosella@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christy Carosella

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christy Carosella
10720 107th St
Ozone Park, NY 11417-2317





Christy Cornelsen 
<opal_1978@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christy Cornelsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christy Cornelsen
212 E Hillside
Warden, WA 98857-9674





Christy Cox 
<earthangels777@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Christy Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christy Cox
1220 Weed Ln
Vincennes, IN 47591-5049





Christy Reynolds 
<mikesbabydoll2007@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Christy Reynolds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christy Reynolds
307 Roberts St
Dothan, AL 36301-4558





Christy Smead 
<christysmead@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Christy Smead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christy Smead
10110 - 111th St. SE
Snohomish, WA 98296-8254





Chrys Ghiraldini 
<rchrysg@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Chrys 
Ghiraldini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chrys Ghiraldini
549 Isham St
New York, NY 10034-2121





Chrystian Shepperd 
<c_shepperd@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Chrystian Shepperd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chrystian Shepperd
2528 131st St SE
Everett, WA 98208-7105





Chuck Messinger 
<chuckmessinger@spee
dymail.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Chuck 
Messinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chuck Messinger
15881 Purple Sage Rd Trlr 41
Caldwell, ID 83607-8488





"Chuck Slusarczyk Jr ." 
<willichas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Chuck Slusarczyk Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Chuck Slusarczyk Jr.
2154 Thurman Ave
Cleveland, OH 44113-3639





Cindy Borske 
<cborske@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Borske

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cindy Borske
1029 1st St NW
Mason City, IA 50401-2814





Cindy Brittain 
<ameyabritt@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Brittain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Brittain
1117 Salado Oaks Dr
Salado, TX 76571-9312





Cindy Colwell 
<ladytui@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Colwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cindy Colwell
5930 Norwaldo Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46220-2445





Cindy Connor 
<rainbowtreeart@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Connor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Connor
1965 Five Forks Rd
Bedford, VA 24523-5588





cindy curran 
<cindcurran@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to cindy 
curran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. cindy curran
481 Ridge Rd
Bowdoinham, ME 04008-5203





Cindy Norris 
<cynthia.norris@cardina
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Norris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Norris
8616 Tradewind Rd NW
Albuquerque, NM 87121-7009





Cindy Oliver 
<cboliver@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Oliver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Oliver
470 Santana Ln
Aptos, CA 95003-9796





cindy petracelli  
<tellcindy123@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to cindy 
petracelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. cindy petracelli
6018 Catlin Dr
Tampa, FL 33647-2610





Cindy Poston 
<cherokeecat9@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Poston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cindy Poston
251 Mullins Rd
Ten Mile, TN 37880-5046





Cindy Robinson 
<cinrobinson@bellsouth.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cindy Robinson
9 Silver Dollar Ln
Asheville, NC 28804-6407





Cindy Simon 
<monk992@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.
Think of future generations with every decision made.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Simon
2 Stonegate Rd
Ossining, NY 10562-3939





Cindy Whitson-White 
<whitsonwhite@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Cindy 
Whitson-White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Whitson-White
400 Park Way
Auburn, CA 95603-5332





cj jensen 
<cjinwaterloo@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to cj 
jensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. cj jensen
34 E Water St
Waterloo, NY 13165-1409





Claire Chambers 
<csc2938@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Claire 
Chambers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claire Chambers
38118 Calle Quedo
Murrieta, CA 92563-5634





Claire Lampson 
<cglampson@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Claire 
Lampson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Lampson
18899 Independence Ln
Geyserville, CA 95441-9604





Claire Perricelli  
<claireperricelli@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Claire 
Perricelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Perricelli
2259 16th St
Eureka, CA 95501-1312





Claire Robison 
<claire.robison@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Claire 
Robison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Robison



Clare Auchterlonie 
<clareauchterlonie@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Clare 
Auchterlonie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Clare Auchterlonie
310 the village drive 103
redondo beach, CA 90277-2602





Clare Kennedy 
<clarecasalegno@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Clare 
Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Clare Kennedy
106 Hawley St
Templeton, CA 93465-5448





Clare Mannino 
<gardenclare@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Clare 
Mannino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Clare Mannino
38 Larkspur
Palmetto, FL 34221-1934





Clare TAger 
<claretager@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Clare 
TAger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Clare TAger
322 Calhoun Rd
West Jefferson, NC 28694-7154





Clarence Morey 
<bowtieal76@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Clarence Morey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Clarence Morey
3744 Old Federal Hill Rd
Jarrettsville, MD 21084-1630





Clarence Robinson 
<nor_rob1958@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Clarence Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clarence Robinson
28 Spyglass Dr
Littleton, CO 80123-6652





Clark Shimeall 
<ceshimeall@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Clark 
Shimeall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clark Shimeall
3272 Country club Dr.
Borrego Springs, CA 920041022





Claudette Tooley 
<peace2053@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Claudette Tooley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudette Tooley
PO Box 521
Paw Paw, IL 61353-0521





Claudia Andrade 
<r.andrade5@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Andrade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia Andrade
15 Scadding St
Taunton, MA 02780-1100





Claudia Barnett 
<cbarnett@mtsu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Barnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Claudia Barnett
7165 Primrose Ln
Lascassas, TN 37085-4709





Claudia Bertrand 
<claber57@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Bertrand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Bertrand
300 South St Apt N4
Vernon, CT 06066-4229





Claudia Craig 
<ridearaindrop@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Craig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Craig
4731 NE Shaver St
Portland, OR 97213-1704





Claudia Fisher 
<mainefish2007@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia Fisher
1917 N Bellview
Mesa, AZ 85203-9600





Claudia Paley 
<clpaley@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Paley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Paley
4856 44th St Apt 3h
Woodside, NY 11377-6927





Claudia Roberson 
<flygirlnc@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Roberson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Roberson
715 23rd St NW
Hickory, NC 28601-4565





Claudia Trefzger 
<ctrefzger@cbreinvestor
s.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia Trefzger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Trefzger
2499 Calle Villada Cir
Duarte, CA 91010-2158





Claudia von Grunebaum 
<ccvgccvg@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Claudia von Grunebaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia von Grunebaum
260 W End Blvd
Winston Salem, NC 27101-1234





Claufia Eads 
<claudiaeads368@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Claufia Eads

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Claufia Eads
PO Box 368
Fawnskin, CA 92333-0368





"Clayton Barbeau, M.A . 
, M.F.T." 
<barbeau@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Clayton Barbeau, M.A . 
, M.F.T."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clayton Barbeau, M.A . , M.F.T.
1217 Roycott Way
San Jose, CA 95125-3464





Cleavert Guyton 
<cleavertguyton@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Cleavert Guyton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cleavert Guyton
720 Three Notch Rd
Monetta, SC 29105-9355





Cletus Stein 
<cletus@arn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Cletus 
Stein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cletus Stein
5113 SW 16th Ave
Amarillo, TX 79106-4418





Clifford Hritz 
<clifford_hritz@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Clifford Hritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clifford Hritz
2233 Dickinson St
Philadelphia, PA 19146-4204





Clodagh Valade 
<jvalade@whidbey.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Clodagh Valade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

The request by NiSource for a mile wide by 15,000 mile long permit that
allows for the unprecendet right to harm or kill, without oversight any
and all wildfile can only be described as a financial scheme involving
astonishingd pathalogical indifference to nature and animal life.

In place of a creating a killing zone permit there needs to be a
complete survey of the animals and fauna to be disturbed and plans
implemented for the protection of the permit area.

CC Valade

_________________________________________________

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then



other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Clodagh Valade
4892 Maple Cove Rd
Langley, WA 98260-8716



Cobbey Sova 
<cobbeysova@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cobbey Sova

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cobbey Sova
265 Chestnut St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2114





Cobbey Sova 
<cobbeysova@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cobbey Sova

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cobbey Sova
265 Chestnut St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2114





Cody Delong 
<highlifelowlife@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Cody 
Delong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cody Delong
1201 Bent Creek Dr
Mcdonough, GA 30252-5020





Colby Teller 
<poli@fallingwithstyle.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Colby 
Teller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Colby Teller
1941 Turk St
San Francisco, CA 94115-4396





Colin Donohue 
<colindonohue@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Colin 
Donohue

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Colin Donohue
18674 Evergreen Cir
Fountain Valley, CA 92708-7226





Colin Foster 
<e.pro@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Colin 
Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Colin Foster
e.pro@hotmail.com
Mesa, AZ 85206





Colin Wark 
<colinwark@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Colin 
Wark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Colin Wark
4000 S Brahma Blvd Apt E2
Kingsville, TX 78363-7445





Colleen Cosgrove 
<brainiacish@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen Cosgrove

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Cosgrove
1311 E Silktassel Trl
Queen Creek, AZ 85143-4277





colleen gray-mackey 
<collinka@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
colleen gray-mackey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. colleen gray-mackey
16 Sandalwood Dr
Apt 9
Newark, DE 19713-4619





Colleen Greathouse 
<greathousekc@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen Greathouse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Greathouse
3556 Olive Ave
Long Beach, CA 90807-4644





Colleen Keating 
<tomiokakeating@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen Keating

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Keating
323 Franklin Ave
Ridgewood, NJ 07450-3316





Colleen Lobel 
<clobel1@san.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen Lobel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Lobel
8111 Kenova St
San Diego, CA 92126-3121





Colleen protzman 
<sullycolleen@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen protzman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Colleen protzman
201 2nd St S Apt 208
Kirkland, WA 98033-6567





Colleen Snead 
<colleensnead@bellsout
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen Snead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Snead
3055 Casa Rio Ct
Riviera Beach, FL 33418-6508





Colleen Theriot 
<ctheriot@austin.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Colleen Theriot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Theriot
3404 Cherry Ln
Austin, TX 78703-2610





Collette Taaffe 
<dancingheartsong@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Collette Taaffe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Collette Taaffe
2330 E Alameda Dr
Tempe, AZ 85282-3058





Connie Boltz 
<connieboltz@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Connie Boltz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Connie Boltz
17409 Panorama Dr
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-2522





Connie Chambers 
<chambers.connie@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Connie Chambers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Connie Chambers
521 W Floating Feather Rd
Eagle, ID 83616-3813





Connie Crusha 
<holisticgardener@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Connie Crusha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Connie Crusha
1077 Vista Madera Ln
El Cajon, CA 92019-3579





Connie Hodges 
<connie.hodges@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Connie Hodges

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Hodges
8712 Saddlehorn Dr
Irving, TX 75063-4250





Connie Morgan 
<optic_flood@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Connie Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Morgan
4 W Church St
Bordentown, NJ 08505-1824





Connie Pratt 
<coneepratt@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Connie Pratt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Pratt
621 Pomona Ave Apt 15
Chico, CA 95928-4710





Connor Buckley 
<connorbuckley@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Connor Buckley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Connor Buckley
25 Canton St
North Easton, MA 02356-1344





Connor Doty 
<cdshark15@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Connor Doty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Connor Doty
1024 E Frye Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85048-1987





Conor Soraghan 
<csoragha@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Conor 
Soraghan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

No more give-aways and exemptions for big oil & gas. They must
respect our laws and must work to protect our children, communities,
environment and our country. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Conor Soraghan



4366 Saratoga Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-2336



Conrad DeJoy 
<dejoyjr@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Conrad DeJoy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Conrad DeJoy
31 Irish Settlement Rd
Colton, NY 13625-3125





Constance Del Nero 
<italophile13@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Constance Del Nero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Constance Del Nero
610 South St
Easton, MD 21601-3810





Constance Garcia-Barrio 
<cgarcia-barrio@wcupa.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Constance Garcia-Barrio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Constance Garcia-Barrio
6454 Germantown Ave
Philadelphia, PA 19119-2343





constance Mulcahy 
<eubillie@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
constance Mulcahy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. constance Mulcahy
333 Mass Ave
Apt 101
Boston, MA 02115-2204





Constantine Koutsouvas  
<guskoutsouvas@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Constantine Koutsouvas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Constantine Koutsouvas
S26w29740 Jarmon Rd
Waukesha, WI 53188-9249





Constanza Palacios 
<c2palacios@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Constanza Palacios

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Constanza Palacios
1871 Woodland Ter
Bound Brook, NJ 08805-1450





Cooper Neville 
<cooperneville12@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cooper Neville

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cooper Neville
1016 Oakwood Ave
Venice, CA 90291-3416





corbina mancuso 
<corbina@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
corbina mancuso

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. corbina mancuso
226 Shoreline Ct
Richmond, CA 94804-7435





Corde Rea 
<corde@lakeosfs.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Corde 
Rea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corde Rea
3221 S Lake Dr
Saint Francis, WI 53235-3702





Cordley Coit 
<cordley@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cordley Coit

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cordley Coit
211 Navajo Ave
Simla, CO 80835-0125





corey parker 
<iblamemysister@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to corey 
parker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. corey parker
1912 Kingsley Dr
Schaumburg, IL 60194-2651





Corine Marquis 
<cmarquis@tslusa.biz>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Corine Marquis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Corine Marquis
231 S Mitchell Dr
Yakima, WA 98908-9001





Corinne Di Stephan 
<cdistephan@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Corinne Di Stephan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corinne Di Stephan
17116 84th Rd
Jamaica, NY 11432-2113





Corinne Nizuk 
<cbnizuk@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Corinne Nizuk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Corinne Nizuk
PO Box 1948
Grass Valley, CA 95945-1948





Corinne Tribe 
<maplewd28@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Corinne Tribe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corinne Tribe
444 King St
Missoula, MT 59801-8608





Cornelia Bayley 
<corneliabayley@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cornelia Bayley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cornelia Bayley
1678 Midwick Dr
Altadena, CA 91001-3302





Cornelia Dietzel 
<cdietzel@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cornelia Dietzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several deep concerns and urgent requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline and/or or other threats to
species, may be decades from now. It is inappropriate and irresponsible
to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half
a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those
species may be, in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat
loss, and a great number of other as of yet unknown, unforeseeable
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to no more than
10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this permit gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for imperiled,
defenseless species, then other corporations will be emboldened to
follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you so very much for your time and your urgently needed strong,
science-based leadership. God bless your decision-making and your very
responsible, difficult work!

Sincerely,



Ms. Cornelia Dietzel

FL



Cory Staats 
<sfneoryu@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Cory 
Staats

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cory Staats
1014 Woodhaven Blvd
Akron, OH 44333-1067





Courtney DeCosta 
<courtney.decosta@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Courtney DeCosta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Courtney DeCosta
39 Gordon Ter
Belmont, MA 02478-2429





Craig Cramer 
<craigcramer60@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Cramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Cramer
1613 55th St S
Gulfport, FL 33707-4149





Craig FAUSNACHT 
<f5526@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Craig 
FAUSNACHT

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig FAUSNACHT
43 Elma Ave
Uniontown, PA 15401-4120





Craig Garcia 
<craigg@portfridayharb
or.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Garcia
2343 San Juan Valley Rd
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-8240





Craig Geiger 
<gingerdog@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Geiger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Geiger
2810 Galloway St SE
Olympia, WA 98501-3564





Craig Hutton 
<ckent100@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Hutton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Hutton
2554 Hyler Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90041-2949





Craig Larsen 
<c.larz@larzequipment.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Larsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Larsen
2219 Myrtle Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-4033





Craig Lindaman 
<tlindaman@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Lindaman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Lindaman
1057 Buchon St
Sn Luis Obisp, CA 93401-4021





Craig Marburger 
<burg737@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Marburger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Marburger
9935 SW Kable St
Tigard, OR 97224-4685





Craig Skinner 
<victor.kulak@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Craig 
Skinner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Skinner
5204 NE Halsey St
Portland, OR 97213-2763





Craig & Sam Figtree 
<craig.figtree@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Craig 
& Sam Figtree

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Craig & Sam Figtree
1906 N Bissell St
Chicago, IL 60614-5015





CRICKET BLANTON 
<cricket@cherokeehighl
ander.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
CRICKET BLANTON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. CRICKET BLANTON
1408 Windward Dr
Melbourne, FL 32935-5310





Cris Staubach 
<cris.staubach@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Cris 
Staubach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cris Staubach
127 Black Point Rd Apt 35
Niantic, CT 06357-2939





Cristina Frick 
<cristina.frick@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cristina Frick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cristina Frick
416 Canterbury Ct
Westerville, OH 43082-6327





Cristine Santanna 
<cristine.santanna@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cristine Santanna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cristine Santanna
2725 Windwood Dr Apt 66
Ann Arbor, MI 48105-1490





Cristy Epps 
<onecagurl@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Cristy 
Epps

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cristy Epps
1017 Seminole Sky Dr
Ruskin, FL 33570-2024





Crystal Matthews 
<crystalmatthews@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Crystal Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Crystal Matthews
143 New York Ave
Jersey City, NJ 07307-1783





Crystal Schuh 
<crystalschuh@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Crystal Schuh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Crystal Schuh
730 Jellison Blvd
Duncanville, TX 75116-2518





Crystal Smith-Connelly 
<rockstar1231@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Crystal Smith-Connelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Crystal Smith-Connelly
748 Gin House Ct
Charleston, SC 29412-4425





Curtis Skurka 
<mo2g-i48q@spamex.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Curtis 
Skurka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Curtis Skurka
105 Clarke Road
Coventry, RI 02816-7920





cy torgerson 
<ctorg@satx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to cy 
torgerson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. cy torgerson
9002 Dawn Cir
Boerne, TX 78006-5517





Cyndi Vincent 
<cyndi_dv@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Cyndi 
Vincent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cyndi Vincent
3252 Dalemead St
Torrance, CA 90505-6921





Cynthia Anderson 
<caga@nc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cynthia Anderson
1603 Meadow Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-5261





CYNTHIA BROWN 
<cynmoon@embarqmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
CYNTHIA BROWN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. CYNTHIA BROWN
4509 Boabadilla Ave
Sebring, FL 33872-1949





Cynthia Groves 
<cyndharv@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Groves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Groves
7903 Elm Ave Apt 209
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-6848





Cynthia Hamilton 
<czspace21@frontiernet
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Hamilton
21 Minnesota St
Rochester, NY 14609-7539





Cynthia Hull 
<cmeow2000@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Hull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Hull
3415 Ciniza Dr
Gallup, NM 87301-4516





Cynthia Linton 
<clinton914@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Linton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Linton
990 N Lake Shore Dr Apt 15e
Chicago, IL 60611-1374





Cynthia Mastro 
<utvol61@inteliport.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Mastro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Mastro
101 Hunters Trl W
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-3266





Cynthia Peffer 
<peffc@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Peffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Peffer
24 Norwick Dr
Youngstown, OH 44505-1626





Cynthia Sobeck 
<trinity001@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Sobeck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Sobeck
4490 Alamo Way
San Diego, CA 92115-5908





Cynthia Stave 
<cindy@weberstave.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Stave

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Stave
59 Mason Dr
New Boston, NH 03070-5115





Cynthia Thomas 
<cindy@grammathomas
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Thomas
5757 66th St N Lot 43
St Petersburg, FL 33709-1527





cynthia tompkins 
<cynthia.tompkins@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
cynthia tompkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. cynthia tompkins
6705 N 12th Way
Phoenix, AZ 85014-1115





Cynthia Warwick 
<ckwarwick@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Warwick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cynthia Warwick
940 Bungalow Ct
Fort Collins, CO 80521-2519





Cynthia 
Whitman-Bradley 
<cindy.whitman@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia 
Whitman-Bradley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Whitman-Bradley
142 Dominga Ave
Fairfax, CA 94930-1605





Cynthia Wood 
<nighthawknorth@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Cynthia Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Wood
2162 Roop Rd
Cocolalla, ID 83813-9779





Cyril Bouteille 
<cyril4j@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Cyril 
Bouteille

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cyril Bouteille
960 Bonita Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-2619





"C. Genevieve Jenkins" 
<cgenevievejenkins@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "C. 
Genevieve Jenkins"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. C. Genevieve Jenkins
26481 Via Marina
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-5619





"C. Hughes" 
<hughescck@citcom.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "C. 
Hughes"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. C. Hughes
54 Quinn Dr
Brevard, NC 28712-3505





"C. K." 
<dudette53147@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "C. 
K."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. C. K.
7185 Buckby Rd
Lake Geneva, WI 53147-3601





"C.Louise LaFreniere" 
<cherlouise@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
"C.Louise LaFreniere"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. In short this is a dumb plan!

Sincerely,

Ms. C.Louise LaFreniere
4689 Bonnydoon Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-9796





D Douglas Riley 
<driley4@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to D 
Douglas Riley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. D Douglas Riley
216 E89th St #4W
NYC, NY 10128-4341





D Evans 
<d1b1evans@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to D 
Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. D Evans
20609 NE 157th St
Kearney, MO 64060-9232





D Jankord 
<aersdiane@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to D 
Jankord

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. D Jankord
1430 W 280th St
New Prague, MN 56071-9105





D L 
<debbieannley@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to D L

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. D L
a
Albuquerque, NM 87123





D Matsuda 
<dmatsuda@hhsc.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to D 
Matsuda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. D Matsuda
92b Maluhia Dr
Wailuku, HI 96793-1709





D Miller 
<bonesaw@bonesawmc
gee.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to D 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss D Miller
123 Main Street
Anytown, NY 12345





D Schneps 
<maxd1@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to D 
Schneps

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. D Schneps
326 4th Ave
Venice, CA 90291-8694





D Weinstein 
<diane_weinstein@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to D 
Weinstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. D Weinstein

None





dagmar wolf 
<daguwolf@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
dagmar wolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. dagmar wolf
5903 N Campbell Ave
Chicago, IL 60659-5023





Daisy Kates 
<daisyklay@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Daisy 
Kates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daisy Kates
PO Box 661
Placitas, NM 87043-0661





Daisy Porter 
<porterdaisyj@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Daisy 
Porter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daisy Porter
710 Church St
Eldon, IA 52554-9797





Dalal Musa 
<dalal767@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Dalal 
Musa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dalal Musa
6228 18th Rd N
Arlington, VA 22205-2020





Dale Ann Atkins 
<atkins.dale@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Ann Atkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dale Ann Atkins
9 Union St
Exeter, NH 03833-3208





dale hawrylczak 
<dejhawrylczak@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to dale 
hawrylczak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. dale hawrylczak
5 Westervelt Pl
Westwood, NJ 07675-1921





Dale Janssen 
<janssendale@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Janssen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Janssen
17101 S Parker Rd
Homer Glen, IL 60491-6102





Dale Knight 
<dknight7045@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Knight

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dale Knight
88 Nicholas Ct
Cotati, CA 94931-5173





Dale Matlock 
<dalematlock@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Matlock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Matlock
1413 N Branciforte Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1226





Dale Must 
<dalemust@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Must

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Must
527 Vine St Apt 205
Johnstown, PA 15901-2020





Dale Overman 
<ambiorixdruid@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Overman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Overman
3027 Roxborough Park St
West Valley City, UT 84119-5983





Dale Patterson 
<mrgrease@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Patterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Patterson
8159 Northland Dr NE
Rockford, MI 49341-9602





dale riehart 
<dale@daleriehart.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to dale 
riehart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. dale riehart
86 S Park St
San Francisco, CA 94107-1807





Dale Trethaway 
<dalenew@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Dale 
Trethaway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dale Trethaway
157 Fox Holw
Rensselaer, NY 12144-8435





Dale warren 
<dale.warren@uky.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dale 
warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dale warren
128 Fairway Dr
Nicholasville, KY 40356-8940





Damian Van Denburgh 
<damianvandenburgh@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Damian Van Denburgh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Damian Van Denburgh
209 E 5th St
New York, NY 10003-8521





Damon Brown 
<d.brown.2@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Damon Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Damon Brown
3536 S Cloverdale Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90016-5229





Damon Copeland 
<dcope78@bluebottle.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Damon Copeland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Damon Copeland

FL 34761-1943





Dan'l Danehy-Oakes 
<danldo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Dan'l 
Danehy-Oakes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dan'l Danehy-Oakes
3215 Liberty Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-3104





Dan Brown 
<danbro@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dan Brown
1 Phylmor Dr
Westborough, MA 01581-3209





Dan De Yo 
<dannydeyo@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Dan 
De Yo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan De Yo
18981 Oriente Dr
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-2635





Dan Delaney 
<dandelaney24@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Delaney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Delaney
1030 Highland Woods Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-4410





Dan Dugan 
<catmai03@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Dugan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Dugan
262 Teloma Dr
Ventura, CA 93003-2140





Dan Esposito 
<danjesposito@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Esposito

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Esposito
1510 N Rowell Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-4082





Dan Foster 
<dan@solarnowmichiga
n.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Foster
208 Seminole Ct
Midland, MI 48642-3560





Dan Ginsburg 
<dang82@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Ginsburg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Ginsburg
2933 N Sheridan Rd
Chicago, IL 60657-5965





Dan Hitt 
<dan.hitt@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Hitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Hitt
PO Box 542
Palo Alto, CA 94302-0542





Dan Hosking 
<dan_98011@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Hosking

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Hosking
6207 NE 152nd St
Kenmore, WA 98028-4361





Dan Lara 
<mexam84@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Lara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Lara
7539 N Ridge Blvd
Chicago, IL 60645-4634





Dan Lubniewski 
<animalrescuer131@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Lubniewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Lubniewski
PO Box 21422
Long Beach, CA 90801-4422





Dan Matthews 
<dannno@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Matthews
Sagewood Way
San marcos, CA 92078-8899





Dan Mccurdy 
<mccurdy25@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Mccurdy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dan Mccurdy
PO Box 762
Rochester, IL 62563-0762





Dan Miner 
<1fish13@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Miner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Miner
7815 Texhoma Ave
Northridge, CA 91325-4355





Dan Nolan 
<flotndan@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Nolan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Nolan
3113 Proctor St
Fort Worth, TX 76112-7118





Dan Ogas 
<photo_ogas@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Ogas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several serious concerns and requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Ogas
10643 Matinal Cir
San Diego, CA 92127-1269





Dan Perkins 
<vdoman2005@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Perkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Perkins
888 W Prentice Pl
Littleton, CO 80120-1434





Dan Sauer 
<cultosaurus@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Sauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Sauer
323 Marietta St SE
Salem, OR 97302-4957





Dan Snowberger 
<herr.snowberger@lyco
s.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Snowberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Snowberger
1113 W Sunset Dr
Sioux Falls, SD 57105-5528





Dan Sperling 
<dans@origins1.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Sperling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Sperling
6140 Tompkins Dr
Mclean, VA 22101-3235





dan stabel 
<danstabel@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to dan 
stabel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. dan stabel
6108 Central Park Dr
Aberdeen, WA 98520-7164





Dan Taylor 
<zuma1x@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Dan 
Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Taylor
704 10th Ave
Huntington, WV 25701-2733





Dana Friedman 
<danafriedman@me.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dana 
Friedman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Friedman
23852 Pch # 465
Malibu, CA 90265





Dana Ginn 
<dginn92591@cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dana 
Ginn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dana Ginn
31463 Britton Cir
Temecula, CA 92591-2121





Dana Pierson 
<dpierson@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dana 
Pierson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Pierson
12802 N 68th St
Scottsdale, AZ 85254-4543





Dana Timm 
<danatimm@hughes.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Dana 
Timm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dana Timm
N3234 Butts Dr
Waupaca, WI 54981-8215





Daniel Barclay 
<danielbarclay@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Barclay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Barclay
7912 16th Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11214-1602





Daniel Bower 
<danielbower58@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Bower

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Bower
371 Brickman Rd
Hurleyville, NY 12747-6001





Daniel Burnham 
<dhburnha@indiana.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Burnham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Burnham
6775 N Hudoff Rd
Bloomington, IN 47408-9527





Daniel Cavanaugh 
<dcdaddy1@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Cavanaugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Daniel Cavanaugh
4918 Green Coral
San Antonio, TX 78223-4560





Daniel Clelland 
<pixmonks@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Clelland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Clelland
58 Belleair Rd
Asheville, NC 28806-3104





Daniel Davis 
<marciaanddan@bresna
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Davis
695 Northwoods Dr
Whitefish, MT 59937-8109





Daniel Hamilton 
<skullsfb@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Daniel Hamilton
812 S Forty Dr
Montrose, CO 81401-5781





Daniel Hamilton 
<hosehead51@roadrun
ner.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Hamilton
605 Wings Mills Rd
Mount Vernon, ME 04352-3807





Daniel Hulse 
<dhulse@integraonline.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Hulse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Hulse
16206 Creekwood Cir
Prior Lake, MN 55372-2206





Daniel Joaquin 
<joaquintall@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Joaquin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Joaquin
2661 Cresta Verde Dr
Camino, CA 95709-9633





Daniel Kozminski 
<dankoz29@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Kozminski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Kozminski
32625 Stony Brook Ln
Solon, OH 44139-1938





Daniel Kramer 
<daniel@constantfables.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Kramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Kramer
266 12th St Apt 10
Brooklyn, NY 11215-3923





Daniel Kurz 
<dk_nj@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Kurz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Kurz
8b Rutland Ln
Monroe, NJ 08831-6682





Daniel McGinnis 
<awdmcginni@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
McGinnis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel McGinnis
17621 SW 84th Ct
Palmetto Bay, FL 33157-6014





Daniel Morphis 
<gratefullydan@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Morphis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Morphis
3150 University St
Eugene, OR 97405-4242





Daniel Morris 
<lavidan@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Morris
1493 Dover Center Rd
Westlake, OH 44145-2233





Daniel Newell 
<danielnewell@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Newell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Newell
5818 NE 70th St
Seattle, WA 98115-8100





Daniel Pelletier 
<danpell6@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Pelletier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Pelletier
8033 Saloma Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91402-5619





Daniel Reschke 
<ebdr07@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Reschke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Reschke
176 W King St Apt 204
Malvern, PA 19355-2435





Daniel Ribiat 
<dribiat@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Ribiat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Ribiat
1421 Portia St
Los Angeles, CA 90026-3429





Daniel Smith 
<smithdizzy78@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Smith
107a Willows Ave
Oxford, MD 21654-1352





Daniel Sotelino 
<dsotelino@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Sotelino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Sotelino
314 Carroll St NW
Washington, DC 20012-2020





Daniel Stein 
<dstein@wildblue.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Stein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Daniel Stein
2858 Iverson Way
Chewelah, WA 99109-9539





Daniel Sullivan 
<sullivan9132@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Daniel 
Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Sullivan
4530 N Dover St
Chicago, IL 60640-5529





Daniela Pardo 
<daniela.pardo@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Daniela Pardo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daniela Pardo
1873 Hideaway Pl
Palmdale, CA 93551-5109





Daniella Simon 
<simon.daniella@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Daniella Simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Daniella Simon
2030 Belmont St
Hamtramck, MI 48212-3286





Danielle Arfin 
<dee0211@aim.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Arfin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Danielle Arfin
Delray bay drive
Delray Beach, FL 33483





Danielle Beres 
<frankiedawop@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Beres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Danielle Beres
1557 Twisted Oak Dr
Reston, VA 20194-1539





danielle charney 
<shineshuge@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
danielle charney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. danielle charney
2505 4th St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-3623





Danielle English 
<ihavemanyskills@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle English

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle English
240 Hirst Ave
Lansdowne, PA 19050-2525





Danielle Griffin 
<daniellegriffin02@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Griffin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Danielle Griffin
1510 Heather Hollow Cir Apt 31
Silver Spring, MD 20904-2357





Danielle Payne 
<dpayne6@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Payne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Payne
5014 Golfview Dr
Fort Wayne, IN 46818-9340





Danielle Phelps 
<cusita03@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Phelps

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Phelps
11232 NW 3rd Ter
Miami, FL 33172-3529





Danielle Raymond 
<saiyagirl2002@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Raymond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Danielle Raymond
3420 Tarbox Rd
Cassadaga, NY 14718-9654





Danielle Vanasse 
<danivanasse@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Danielle Vanasse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Danielle Vanasse
671 Washington St
Coventry, RI 02816-5481





Danilo udovicki 
<selb@mail.utexas.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Danilo 
udovicki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Danilo udovicki
5101 Single Shot Cir
Austin, TX 78723-6147





"Danita Sorenson, 
Ph.D." 
<rhandd@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Danita Sorenson, 
Ph.D."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Danita Sorenson, Ph.D.
PO Box 1725
Nevada City, CA 95959-1725





Danitza Galvan 
<earlewave@hawaiiante
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Danitza Galvan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Danitza Galvan
2095 Hanalima St
Lihue, HI 96766-9058





danny grime 
<mv2asu2000@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to danny 
grime

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. danny grime
3010 W Becker Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85029-4222





Danny Mullane 
<dmullane57@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Danny Mullane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Danny Mullane
1715 Somerset Pl Apt 8
Louisville, KY 40220-3748





Danny Ray 
<danlray54@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Danny Ray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Danny Ray
1260 N Harper Ave Apt U
West Hollywood, CA 90046-8425





Dante Robertson 
<danterobertson@live.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dante 
Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dante Robertson
1658 Mabel Ave
Flint, MI 48506-3367





Daphne Gray 
<faith108@hawaii.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Daphne Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daphne Gray
67-5165 Kamamalu St
Kamuela, HI 96743-8477





daphne lawton 
<daffna55@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
daphne lawton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. daphne lawton
2109 4th Ave N
St Petersburg, FL 33713-8009





Dara Rider 
<stewballrider@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dara 
Rider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dara Rider
Los Angeles
Los Angeles, CA 90045





Darcy Schreiner 
<darcyrocks@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Darcy 
Schreiner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Darcy Schreiner
8533 Sharon Hollow Rd
Manchester, MI 48158-8657





Darcy Styke 
<dstyke@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Darcy 
Styke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Darcy Styke
7976 Sadsbury Dr
West Bloomfield, MI 48322-5021





Daren Brady 
<darenbrady@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Daren 
Brady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daren Brady
930 Spotswood Ave Apt B12
Norfolk, VA 23517-1751





Darius Mazaheri 
<dmazaheri@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Darius Mazaheri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darius Mazaheri
3818 Cypresswood Dr
Spring, TX 77388-5728





Darla Skirvin 
<darlaskirvin@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Darla 
Skirvin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darla Skirvin
1037 Vermont St
Quincy, IL 62301-3051





Darlene Bialeck 
<littlewolf809@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Darlene Bialeck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Darlene Bialeck
1097 Edgewood Dr
Adams, WI 53910-9607





Darlene Eddy 
<p2k1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Darlene Eddy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Darlene Eddy
23 Murray St
Union City, PA 16438-9203





Darlene Friedman 
<parula100@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Darlene Friedman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darlene Friedman
40944 Mooringside
Novi, MI 48375-3541





Darlene Statz 
<dstatz44@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Darlene Statz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darlene Statz
2063 Mud Spring Rd
Anderson, MO 64831-1037





Darren Ginn 
<darrenginn@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Darren Ginn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darren Ginn
136 Peachtree Memorial Dr NW Apt Pa1
Atlanta, GA 30309-1038





Daryl Zier 
<djzier@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Daryl 
Zier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daryl Zier
N2889 Hwy 73
Neillsville, WI 54456-5413





darynne jessler 
<darynnej@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
darynne jessler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. darynne jessler
4408 Gentry Ave
Valley Village, CA 91607-4115





Dave Geare 
<dgeare@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dave 
Geare

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Geare
PO Box 1008
Porterville, CA 93258-1008





Dave Loiselle 
<dave.loiselle@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dave 
Loiselle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Loiselle
402 N English Hill Ln
Hillsborough, NC 27278-6509





Dave Starke 
<vino4us@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Dave 
Starke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Starke
14475 Inverness Dr
Verona, KY 41092-9224





Dave & Sue Priest 
<sue-dave-priest@juno.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dave 
& Sue Priest

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave & Sue Priest
205 West Rd
North Chittenden, VT 05763-9688





Davi-May Messinger 
<gatosdmm@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Davi-May Messinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Davi-May Messinger
620 Digger St
Las Vegas, NV 89107-3828





Daviann McClurg 
<chevy_thunder_z@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Daviann McClurg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daviann McClurg
2036 Harold Ave
Salina, KS 67401-7260





David Allen 
<davida@ssje.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Allen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Allen
980 Memorial Dr
Cambridge, MA 02138-5717





David Alverson 
<davidalverson322@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Alverson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Alverson
21185 Bassett Ave
Port Charlotte, FL 33952-1552





David Ames 
<daames3@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Ames

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Ames
130 Slater Ave
Providence, RI 02906-5624





David Andrews 
<superwavydavy@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to David 
Andrews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Andrews
1008 Litchfield Rd
Idlewylde, MD 21239-1308





David Arth 
<david_arth@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Arth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Please demonstrate some restraint and retain oversight to reign in any
operating techniques that prove to be outstandingly destructive to our
common good.  The means to extract gas will advance considerably in the
time it takes these single minded companies to permanently destroy our
environment.  Look ahead and force these advancements before and during
such proceedings!  To wait until after the destruction is closed minded
leadership!  In the writing of said permits allow and encourage



conservation techniques that may not occur to us yet.  Writing a ticket
for 50 years is irresponsible and does not allow or encourage
conservation!

Sincerely,

Mr. David Arth
4625 Heather Ct
Charlottesville, VA 22911-8363



"David A. Smith" 
<dasmith@uci.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
"David A. Smith"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David A. Smith
59 Harvey Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4071





David Banner 
<d.banner@frontier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Banner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Banner
424 E Terhune St
Viroqua, WI 54665-1738





David Barnett 
<davidcbarnett@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Barnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Barnett
1774 W Ainslie St
Chicago, IL 60640-3420





David Beard 
<dbeard1@twcny.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Beard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Beard
114 Fayette Blvd
Syracuse, NY 13224-1128





David Bedell 
<ddbdll@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Bedell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Bedell
22737 Cleveland St
Dearborn, MI 48124-3420





David Berkshire 
<dabe@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Berkshire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Berkshire
9713 Mariposa St
Houston, TX 77025-4516





David Besanko 
<dpbesanko@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Besanko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Besanko
1003 Victoria Way
New Bern, NC 28562-4541





David Bowman 
<davesofyore@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Bowman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Bowman
90662 Lewis Rd
Warrenton, OR 97146-7227





"David B. Keith" 
<focalplane@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
"David B. Keith"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David B. Keith
3140 SW 86th Pl
Ocala, FL 34476-4607





David Caccia 
<dacaccia@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Caccia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Caccia
199 Lakeshore Dr
Hammonton, NJ 08037-1121





David Cagle 
<dcagle9891@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Cagle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Cagle
1454 Arlingwood Ave
Jacksonville, FL 32211-6385





David Capell 
<dcapell@capellrudolph.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to David 
Capell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Capell
2190 Century Hl
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3502





David Cardinali 
<cardinalico@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Cardinali

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Cardinali
10050 E Rayann Pl
Tucson, AZ 85749-9228





David Clark 
<atmdude@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Clark
12912 Little Elliott Dr Apt 7
Hagerstown, MD 21742-2973





David Connell 
<dharmadog888@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Connell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Connell
2608 Fairground Rd
Goochland, VA 23063-3101





David Cox 
<milutaryentelijenz@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Cox
4131 Falling Acorn Cir
Lake Mary, FL 32746-4754





David Daniels-Lee 
<davedl@coastaccess.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Daniels-Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Daniels-Lee
PO Box 1027
Ocean Shores, WA 98569-1027





David Davis 
<davisd62@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Davis
3643 SW 20th Ave Apt 806
Gainesville, FL 32607-4427





"David Del Castillo" 
<daviddelcastillo@comc
ast.net>

11/18/2011 09:36 AM

To: <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.
 
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it 
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile‐wide corridor, and may 
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs 
to be partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.
 
Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for either 
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be 
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species 
half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of 
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies 
that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are 
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.
 
The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will 
pave the way for other large‐scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective 
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.
 
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered 
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.
 
Sincerely,
David Del Castillo
Windsor, CA



David Dicken 
<dicken2@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Dicken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Dicken
RR 9 Box 496d
Fairmont, WV 26554-8578





David Dorn 
<adorn30465@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Dorn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Dorn
118 Batchelor Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-6037





David Dresser 
<david1936@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Dresser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Dresser
826 Neilson St
Berkeley, CA 94707-1816





David Elfin 
<elfind@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Elfin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Elfin
8206 Bryant Dr
Bethesda, MD 20817-3135





David Ellenberger 
<davidellenberger@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Ellenberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

David Ellenberger
4201 Decatur St
Denver, CO 80211-1719





David Enevoldsen 
<david.enevoldsen@kla-
tencor.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Enevoldsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.  Not only that, but it is yet another continuation of
our flawed energy initiatives that contribute to global warming and
attempt to maintain and even expand the status quo of old technologies
instead of moving towards clean environmentally friendly solutions.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Enevoldsen
2285 Royaltree Cir



San Jose, CA 95131-1949



David Faria III  
<thecreep1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Faria III

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Faria III
116 Livingston St
Clifton, NJ 07013-1362





David Feeger 
<feeger@fiber.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to David 
Feeger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Feeger
3611 Lionheart Way
Salt Lake City, UT 84119-4068





David Ferger 
<dferger@mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to David 
Ferger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Ferger
25039 Champlaign Dr
Southfield, MI 48034-1203





David Finkelstein 
<davesamf@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Finkelstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Finkelstein
202 Trailwood Ln
Lafayette, LA 70508-5842





David Fisk 
<a2ndlook@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Fisk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Fisk
1130 W North Shore Ave
Chicago, IL 60626-4670





David Foster 
<davidfoster@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Foster
20 E. Hartford Ave.
Uxbridge, MA 01569-1293





David Franzetta 
<dfranzetta@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Franzetta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Franzetta
12 Chantonnay
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-9049





David Frieman 
<au8886@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Frieman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

David Frieman
77 Edgewood Dr
Florham Park, NJ 07932-2126





David garland 
<digdazzler@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
garland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David garland
4541 Gull Prairie Pl Apt 2a
Kalamazoo, MI 49048-3099





David Gerke 
<dggerke@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Gerke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Gerke
11 Pine St
White Oaks, NM 88301-9030





David Gerry 
<dav0001@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Gerry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Gerry
4650 Brunswick Ave Apt 2
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1241





David Giantomasi 
<dgiant13@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Giantomasi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Giantomasi
73-1304 Awakea St
Kailua Kona, HI 96740-9573





David Gilbertson 
<southswell@prodigy.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Gilbertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Gilbertson
PO Box 3355
Santa Barbara, CA 93130-3355





David Gillanders 
<jdg@astate.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Gillanders

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Gillanders
PO Box 2786
State University, AR 72467-2786





David Gordon 
<tangerine@davidgordo
n.ws>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Gordon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Gordon
455 Edwards St
Crockett, CA 94525-1531





David Gosnell 
<dgosnell87020674@ju
no.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Gosnell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Gosnell
920 Evanston St Apt 4
Hoffman Estates, IL 60169-1883





David Griffith 
<daglight@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Griffith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Griffith
2101 Nuuanu Ave Apt 204
Honolulu, HI 96817-1765





David Grothey 
<djgrothey@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Grothey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Grothey
1869 Scenic View Pl
Alpine, CA 91901-3947





David h 
<davidh@gchydro.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
h

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David h
2145 mira mar ave
long beach, CA 90815





David Hajicek 
<hajicek@skypoint.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Hajicek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hajicek
14824 Glendale Rd
Minnetonka, MN 55345-6624





David Halmo 
<dbhalmo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Halmo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Halmo
2547 Buchanan Rd
Kenosha, WI 53143-1436





David Harralson 
<davidharralson@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to David 
Harralson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Harralson
3629 Lankershim Blvd
Studio City, CA 91604





David Harris 
<harris0499@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Harris
3412 Ashford Ave
Fort Worth, TX 76133-3008





David Hertzel 
<dhertzel@lendsure.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Hertzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hertzel
10505 Vista Lago Pl
San Diego, CA 92131-1223





David Hildner 
<ellenhildner@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to David 
Hildner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. David Hildner
600 Edgewood Pl
River Forest, IL 60305-1610





David Hunter 
<dnhunter@twcny.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Hunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hunter
6222 Harrington Dr
Syracuse, NY 13212-2512





David Iding 
<davididing@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Iding

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Iding
230 Stuart Ave
Downingtown, PA 19335-2571





David Isaac 
<dgisaac@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Isaac

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Isaac
4651 Alameda Dr
Fremont, CA 94536-5706





David johnson 
<johnsond@gtc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

David johnson
1300 York St
Union Grove, WI 53182-9701





David Kerlick 
<david.kerlick@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Kerlick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Outrageous and overweening corporate GREED. Stop it!

Sincerely,

Mr. David Kerlick
6342 34th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98126-3148





David Kersten 
<dave.n8auh@zoominte
rnet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Kersten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Kersten
329 Forest Meadows Dr
Medina, OH 44256-1611





David Klass 
<dklass@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Klass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Klass
136 W 24th St
New York, NY 10011-1908





David L Stermer Sr  
<dstermersr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
L Stermer Sr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David L Stermer Sr
165 Valley Rd
Windsor, PA 17366-8905





David Leithauser 
<leithauser@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Leithauser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Leithauser
3624 Royal Fern Cir
Deland, FL 32724-1223





David Lopez 
<deelow71@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Lopez
8220 Valley View Cir
Westland, MI 48185-5508





David Losse 
<sabrestryke1@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Losse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Losse
122 S Sussex St
Gloucester City, NJ 08030-1944





David Loudenback 
<davloud@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Loudenback

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Loudenback
8740 Tuscany Ave Apt 207
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8655





David Luxem 
<dave.luxem@zones.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Luxem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Luxem
1903 SW Hillcrest Rd
Burien, WA 98166-3321





"David L. Hanson" 
<ahanson@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"David L. Hanson"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

David L. Hanson
500 Murray Hill Rd
Vestal, NY 13850-3824





David M Eggleston 
<dmeengr@suddenlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
M Eggleston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David M Eggleston
1605 W Tennessee Ave
Midland, TX 79701-6083





David Macdonald 
<dave.macdonald@sbc
global.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Macdonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Macdonald
Grandview Terrace
Hartford, CT 06114





David Marsh 
<deweydad@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Marsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Marsh
482 Rustic Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-5036





David Martin 
<dmeephd@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Martin
7 Executive Blvd
Yonkers, NY 10701-6818





David Martinez 
<amorypazpati@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to David 
Martinez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Martinez
1250 Pine Creek Way Apt F
Concord, CA 94520-3633





David Masterson 
<davlmast@indiana.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Masterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Masterson
1022 N Jackson St
Bloomington, IN 47404-3432





David Matthews 
<davematthews@bellso
uth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Matthews
104 Robin Ln
Lyman, SC 29365-1506





David McKee 
<dmckee11147@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
McKee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David McKee
3228 Sparger Rd
Durham, NC 27705-1651





David Moore 
<davel469@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Moore
10806 Blanchard Twp. 51
Findlay, OH 45840





David Mora 
<moraless777@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Mora

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Mora
19345 Runnymede St
Reseda, CA 91335-2451





David Murphy 
<dmurphy@inebraska.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

David Murphy
1845 E St
Lincoln, NE 68508-3442





David Nestor 
<ddrummern@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Nestor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Nestor
2501 N Rose Dr
Placentia, CA 92870-1726





"David Newton" 
<newton3117@bellsout
h.net>

11/18/2011 08:23 AM

To: <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

TO:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
On behalf of my family and friends, I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the 
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.
 
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it 
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile‐wide corridor, and may 
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs 
to be partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.
 
Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for either 
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be 
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species 
half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of 
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies 
that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are 
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.
 
The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will 
pave the way for other large‐scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective 
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.
 
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered 
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.
 
Thank you.
 
David Newton
129 Carter St.
Auburn, AL 36830



David Osterhoudt 
<dostermail@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Osterhoudt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Osterhoudt
21022 Los Alisos Blvd Apt 214
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-3246





David Plowden 
<david@davidplowden.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Plowden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Plowden
609 Cherry St
Winnetka, IL 60093-2614





David Podsakoff 
<dvdhereatlb@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Podsakoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Podsakoff
1835 E 4th St
Long Beach, CA 90802-3878





David Polich 
<dapolich@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Polich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Polich
PO Box 3481
Aspen, CO 81612-3481





David Radovanovic 
<dave@whatsthebigidea
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Radovanovic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Radovanovic
100 Dock Street
asheville, NC 28806





David Read 
<deconstructiondave@r
cn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Read

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Read
19 S 3rd St
Coplay, PA 18037-1301





David Regen 
<xms@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Regen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Regen
4342 Sneed Rd
Nashville, TN 37215-3242





David reibman 
<david137@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
reibman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David reibman
689 Columbus Ave
New York, NY 10025-7046





David Reid 
<bosauto@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Reid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Reid
3005 E Saint Vrain St
Colorado Springs, CO 80909-6218





David Richmond 
<fowest@custertel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Richmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Richmond
HC 67 Box 680
Clayton, ID 83227-9702





David Rodriguez 
<drdz44@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Rodriguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Rodriguez
210 E Frost St
Laredo, TX 78040-2118





David Romportl 
<pyotref@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Romportl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Romportl
6800 Meadowbrook Blvd Apt 364
St Louis Park, MN 55426-4624





David Rousseau 
<daver@clarkston.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Rousseau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Rousseau
2027 13th St
Clarkston, WA 99403-3101





David Ruud 
<daveagg@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Ruud

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Ruud
14139 NW Charlton Rd
Portland, OR 97231-1429





David Savige 
<dsavige@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Savige

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Savige
5661 Craneybrook Ln Apt C
Portsmouth, VA 23703-1738





David Scharf 
<david@scharfphoto.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Scharf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Scharf
2100 Loma Vista Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3965





David Schmid 
<dschmid1234@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Schmid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Schmid
59 Berkley Pl
Buffalo, NY 14209-1001





David Seaborg 
<davidseaborg@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Seaborg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Seaborg
1888 Pomar Way
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-1424





david seavey 
<dseavey@theriversidec
hurchny.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to david 
seavey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. david seavey
119 seavey lane
Stroudsburg, PA 18360-9133





david seebert 
<shorty14467@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to david 
seebert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. david seebert
250 fox road
rochester, NY 14606-5411





David Silberman 
<david@silberman.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Silberman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Silberman
5001 SW 20th St
Ocala, FL 34474-8538





David Smith 
<blavesmith@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to David 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Smith
46 Woods Ave
Somerville, MA 02144-1119





David Spero 
<david@davidspero.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Spero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Spero
PO Box 283
Novato, CA 94948-0283





David Springer 
<springer-d@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Springer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Springer
331 15th Ave
East Moline, IL 61244-1314





David Stetler 
<davidhstetler@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to David 
Stetler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Stetler
203 Dorn Ave
Apt C
Everett, WA 98208-2646





David Stout 
<djstout9@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Stout

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Stout
354 Lakeside Rd
Angola, NY 14006-9551





David Strong 
<elyziadavid@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to David 
Strong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Strong
PO Box 1391
Northampton, MA 01061-1391





David Sublette 
<davidsublette@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Sublette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: jRE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Sublette
PO Box 150
Batesville, VA 22924-0150





David Swinehart 
<dcswnhrt@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Swinehart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Swinehart
1105 E Southway Blvd
Kokomo, IN 46902-4361





David Thornton 
<davidtthunder@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Thornton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. David Thornton
6257 Madra Ave
San Diego, CA 92120-3907





David Turner 
<psalter103@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Turner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Turner
45 Rocco St Apt C6
Belleville, NJ 07109-1247





David Wappler 
<david.wappler@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Wappler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wappler
1809 Azalea Dr
West Point, GA 31833-1337





David Waugh 
<dw45575@aggienetwo
rk.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Waugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Waugh
915 Lazy Ln
San Marcos, TX 78666-9462





David Weber 
<dweber@exeter.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

The entire scale and momentum of our reckless society is at odds with
the preservation of other species whose populations are anywhere near
as low as those required for federal listing. So I am writing to
register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Weber
2 Folsom St
Exeter, NH 03833-2924





David Westall 
<david@westallrealestat
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Westall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

David Westall
PO Box 2132
Olympic Valley, CA 96146-2132





David Western 
<pwestern@kc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Western

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Western
8541 W 72nd St
Overland Park, KS 66204-1731





David Wiebe 
<dlwiebe@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to David 
Wiebe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Wiebe
2411 Cottonmill Ave
Kearney, NE 68845-9695





David Wimberly 
<davidwimberly@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to David 
Wimberly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wimberly
28005 S. Rain Valley Dr.
Elgin, AZ 85611





David Wimsatt 
<dmwims02@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to David 
Wimsatt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wimsatt
8103 Turnberry Dr
Louisville, KY 40291-4065





David Wirick 
<dawired@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to David 
Wirick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Wirick
2102 5th Ave
Altoona, PA 16602-2226





David Wolfson 
<davidwolfson@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to David 
Wolfson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wolfson
985 Tulare Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2539





Davie Cantrell 
<daviecantrell@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Davie 
Cantrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Davie Cantrell
245 E Queens Dr
Williamsburg, VA 23185-5014





davor vulic 
<davorvulic@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to davor 
vulic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. davor vulic
30216 Southfield Rd
Southfield, MI 48076-1320





Dawn Albanese 
<dawnie_angel@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Albanese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Albanese
156 Basswood Dr
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007-1718





Dawn Ask Martin 
<dmartin@cfu.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Ask Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dawn Ask Martin
1604 Lilac Ln
Cedar Falls, IA 50613-5314





Dawn Corbett-Nivison 
<dawn.nivison@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Corbett-Nivison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dawn Corbett-Nivison
1520 Silverton Rd
Toms River, NJ 08755-2142





Dawn DiBlasi 
<dmdiblasi@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
DiBlasi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn DiBlasi
639 Norridgewock Rd
Fairfield, ME 04937-3165





dawn florio 
<florioski@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to dawn 
florio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. dawn florio
8136 Maplegrove Ave
North Royalton, OH 44133-2074





Dawn Franklin 
<njgalnva@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Franklin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. Plan well as thisis FOREVER!

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Franklin
10008 Carrington Pl
Manassas, VA 20109-6220





Dawn Grant-Newman 
<dnb79_1999@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Grant-Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Grant-Newman
1800 W Cermak Rd
Chicago, IL 60608-4342





Dawn Hagan 
<jacdhaa@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Hagan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dawn Hagan
2402 Ponderosa Hill Rd
Lyons, CO 80540-8432





Dawn Harrod 
<dtebrugge@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Harrod

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dawn Harrod
4450 Laclede Ave
Saint Louis, MO 63108-2204





Dawn Harvey 
<dawnh17@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Harvey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Harvey
509 10th Ave S
Clinton, IA 52732-5818





Dawn Kellams 
<dak3275@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Kellams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Kellams
2568 Yorktown St
Oceanside, NY 11572-2428





Dawn Kelly 
<dawnch210@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Kelly
114 Wyckoff Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11237-4305





Dawn Kennedy 
<dsk529@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Kennedy
9 Oregon St
Mercersburg, PA 17236-1613





Dawn Mason 
<dawn783121@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Mason

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Mason
PO Box 1085
Pottsville, PA 17901-7085





Dawn Sabin 
<dawnwalkersemail@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Sabin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dawn Sabin
1930 E Washington Ave
Madison, WI 53704-5204





Dawn Silver 
<dawnsilver@ameritech.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dawn 
Silver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dawn Silver
4530 N Oakley Ave
Chicago, IL 60625-2106





Dea Butcher 
<seaforest@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dea 
Butcher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dea Butcher
32 Ruby St
West Yarmouth, MA 02673-3650





Dean Barto 
<dino4908@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Dean 
Barto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

To put it bluntly, no f*cking way.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Barto
4362 E Redfield Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85032-5807





Dean Frick 
<dfrick2518@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dean 
Frick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Frick
3061 Market St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1824





Dean Monroe 
<dmdesmoines@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Dean 
Monroe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Monroe
5301 Cleon Ave Apt 4
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3356





Dean Porter 
<psppdxdean@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dean 
Porter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Porter
39555 Elna Way
Cathedral Cty, CA 92234-2425





Dean Stevens 
<dean@deanstevens.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dean 
Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Stevens
14 Ridge St
Roslindale, MA 02131-3702





dean Weiss 
<deanhillel@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to dean 
Weiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. dean Weiss
2201 E Little Las Flores Rd
Topanga, CA 90290-3468





Dean Young 
<dad@mwt.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Dean 
Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Young
11588 Summit Ridge Dr
Viola, WI 54664-8823





Deanna Homer 
<deannahomer@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Deanna Homer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deanna Homer
2105 E Marcus Ave
Stillwater, OK 74075-8636





Deb Dearing 
<deborahdearing426@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Deb 
Dearing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deb Dearing
2986 Yulupa Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8694





Deb E Vanderpoel 
<debevanderpoel@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Deb E 
Vanderpoel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deb E Vanderpoel
41 David St
Chicopee, MA 01020-3703





Deb Elder 
<dgdeb.elder@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Deb 
Elder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deb Elder
2155 Berwin Ln
Eugene, OR 97404-2191





Deb Kobres 
<gladeslady@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Deb 
Kobres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deb Kobres
5960 Milne Cir
North Fort Myers, FL 33903-5833





deb padilla 
<padilla.deb@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to deb 
padilla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. deb padilla
617 concord place
so. st. paul, MN 55075





Debbie Brozak 
<debbiedew22@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Brozak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Brozak
10737 S Kenneth Ave
Oak Lawn, IL 60453-5343





Debbie Clarke 
<8frankie@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Clarke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Debbie Clarke
1019 W Grant Dr
Des Plaines, IL 60016-6266





Debbie Dissette 
<dkdlm@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Dissette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Dissette
PO Box 520266
Salt Lake City, UT 84152-0266





Debbie Dominguez 
<debsinfla@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Dominguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Dominguez
885 Salem St
Malden, MA 02148-4437





Debbie McKevitt  
<dmckevitt01@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie McKevitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie McKevitt
23272 Jacobson Rd
Brooksville, FL 34601-4812





debbie meerbott 
<lildebbi@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
debbie meerbott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. debbie meerbott
14201 SW 155th St
Miami, FL 33177-1033





debbie moore 
<familiar56@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
debbie moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. debbie moore
12 Park Ave
Plainville, MA 02762-1109





Debbie 
Sequichie-Kerchee 
<sequichie77@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie 
Sequichie-Kerchee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debbie Sequichie-Kerchee
PO Box 701
Cache, OK 73527-0701





Debbie Singer 
<moonphaz@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Singer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

This is a form letter, but I mean every word - please do not endanger
the already endangered species!

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debbie Singer
1933 Camden Way



Carrollton, TX 75007-2401



Debbie Spurrier 
<debbys93@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Spurrier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Spurrier
901 Camille Ln
Mountain View, CA 94040-2668





"Debbie Statland, Dvm" 
<dogdrdeb@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Debbie Statland, Dvm"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Debbie Statland, Dvm
15 Sussex Cir
York, PA 17408-9495





Debbie Turner 
<scarlet_may@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Debbie Turner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Turner
3624 Northview Dr
Fort Smith, AR 72904-2533





Debby Barton 
<dsbarton@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Debby Barton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debby Barton
PO Box 45b
Newport Beach, CA 92662-0645





Debi Holt 
<debilholt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Debi 
Holt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debi Holt
3330 N Main Street Rd
Holley, NY 14470-9328





DebORA Christensen 
<jenizakc@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
DebORA Christensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. DebORA Christensen
191 W Adams St
Manteno, IL 60950-1439





Deborah Barolsky 
<deborahb@jcdsboston.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Barolsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Barolsky
159 Scituate St
Arlington, MA 02476-7727





Deborah Binkley 
<glasscitydeb@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Binkley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Binkley
1446 Picadilly Ln
Apt E130
Maumee, OH 43537-2244





Deborah Blake 
<magicmysticminerva@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Blake

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Blake
Charlotte Creek Road
Oneonta, NY 13820





Deborah Boyle 
<ddeware09@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Boyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Deborah Boyle
1101 Roper Mountain Rd Apt 102
Greenville, SC 29615-4701





Deborah Comm 
<deborahcomm@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Comm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Comm
472 Lambert Dr
Schaumburg, IL 60193-1832





Deborah Crump 
<dkcrump@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Crump

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Crump
1030 Acorn Trail Dr
Florissant, MO 63031-7443





Deborah Dahlgren 
<dadahlgren@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Dahlgren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Dahlgren
17 Kirby Rd
Cromwell, CT 06416-1003





Deborah DELANO 
<debbiedelano57@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah DELANO

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah DELANO
8691 Aqua Ln
Ypsilanti, MI 48197-5702





Deborah DILLS 
<deborah@kentdills.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah DILLS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Deborah DILLS
PHOENIX DRIVE
FORT WORTH, TX 76116





Deborah Fitzgerald 
<dfitz.1954@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Fitzgerald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Fitzgerald
14 Milltown Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-2613





Deborah Goodsite 
<picturesleuth@mindspr
ing.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Goodsite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Goodsite
312 County Road 513
Califon, NJ 07830-4157





Deborah Harris 
<fancifulfun@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. I am disgusted with profits taking precedence over the
natural wonders of this world and leaving future generations with a
barren and devastated environment.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Harris
PO Box 602
Floyd, VA 24091-0602





Deborah Hecht 
<hechtlich@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Hecht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Deborah Hecht
623 Vincente Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1523





Deborah Hentosh 
<amf583@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Hentosh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Hentosh
521 W Pine St
Mahanoy City, PA 17948-2419





Deborah Hirsch 
<debzhirsch@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Hirsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Hirsch
2392 Miramonte Cir E Unit B
Palm Springs, CA 92264-5739





Deborah Hoff 
<deb_hoff@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Hoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Hoff
1170 Milo Cir
Apt A
Lafayette, CO 80026-3071





Deborah Horn 
<deborahhorn@hotmail.
com>

11/17/2011 09:16 PM

To: <permitsr3es@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Dear Fish and Wildlife Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it 
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may 
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs 
to be partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for either 
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be 
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species 
half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of 
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies 
that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are 
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will 
pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective 
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered 
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely yours,
Deborah Horn
Tucson, AZ



Deborah Howard 
<deb_h_allstar@netzero
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Howard
124 Wimbledon Lake Dr
Plantation, FL 33324-2423





Deborah Hyde 
<deborah.hayes1030@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Hyde

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Deborah Hyde
2030 Trail St Apt H
Missoula, MT 59801-1908





Deborah Leech 
<ladystarlight_jabs@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Leech

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Leech
559 Highland Ave
Charleroi, PA 15022-2247





Deborah Livingston 
<dcpdll-livingston@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Livingston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Livingston
1901 Aggie Ln
Austin, TX 78757-1835





Deborah Mihalo 
<deborah.mihalo@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Mihalo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Mihalo
1502 Janice Ln
Munster, IN 46321-2620





Deborah Parker 
<deb.parker2010@live.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Parker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Parker
17045 Islip Loop
Dumfries, VA 22026-3208





Deborah Peacock 
<photo@deborahpeacoc
k.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Peacock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Peacock
722 Patterson Ave
Austin, TX 78703-4724





Deborah Stedman 
<ds43@txstate.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Stedman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Deborah Stedman
13430 Trail Driver St
Austin, TX 78737-9580





Deborah Voves 
<dkvoves@gci.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Voves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Voves
13231 Mountain Pl
Anchorage, AK 99516-3150





Deborah Walsh 
<kolorkraze@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Walsh
1124 2nd St N
Stillwater, MN 55082-4989





Deborah Wolf 
<daw72@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Wolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Deborah Wolf
4201 Cathedral Ave NW Apt 308e
Washington, DC 20016-4953





Deborah Zardeneta 
<natali100@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Deborah Zardeneta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Deborah Zardeneta
14252 Culver Dr
# A273
Irvine, CA 92604-0317





Debra Armani 
<debarmani@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Armani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Armani
5136 Varna Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1527





Debra Camillo 
<birdsofparidise523@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Camillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Camillo
505 Jaeger Ct
Sicklerville, NJ 08081-1110





Debra Connolly 
<debra.connolly@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Connolly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Connolly
9 Mapletree Rd
Toms River, NJ 08753-5226





Debra Davidson 
<mickeymouse07079@
aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Davidson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Debra Davidson
105 Milligan Pl Apt B3
South Orange, NJ 07079-1933





Debra Desmond 
<robndeb221@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Desmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Desmond
18221 Round Mtn Ranch Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-8616





Debra Floyd 
<kendebfloyd@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Floyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Floyd
440 Lower Ridge Rd
Conway, AR 72032-8510





Debra Gley 
<debbiegley@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Gley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Gley
32041 Lazy Glen Ln
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-3221





Debra Glidewell 
<dcglidewell@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Glidewell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Glidewell
489 Iris Ave
Farmington, AR 72730-2614





Debra Hammar 
<baldoni58@GMAIL.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Hammar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Hammar
5390 Boulder Hwy # 102
Las Vegas, NV 89122-6008





Debra Jepsen 
<dadogma@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Jepsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Jepsen
6743 Henry Rd
Belleville, WI 53508-9788





Debra lancia 
<d.lancia@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Debra 
lancia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra lancia
5629 Indiana Ave
New Port Richey, FL 34652-2332





Debra Phelps-Jaso 
<bdjaso@gci.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Phelps-Jaso

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Phelps-Jaso
2911 Rocky Bay Cir
Anchorage, AK 99515-2423





Debra Pleasant 
<debra_pleasant@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Pleasant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Pleasant
8051 Darlington Cir
Lakeland, FL 33809-6840





Debra Pumphrey 
<dcarter15232@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Pumphrey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Debra Pumphrey
234 Sunnyridge Ct
Apt C8
Pekin, IL 61554-7206





Debra Rehn 
<bibleeogirl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Rehn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Rehn
5130 SE 30th Ave Apt 9
Portland, OR 97202-4557





Debra Reinhold 
<elberetharathorn@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Reinhold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Reinhold
2727 N Incas Pl
Tucson, AZ 85705-4730





Debra Shapiro 
<debbyjoy@nilenet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Shapiro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Shapiro
1600 Carr St
Ste 3
Lakewood, CO 80214-5982





Debra Slater 
<dslater@west-connect.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Slater

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 years,
with comprehensive assessments done prior to granting any extensions.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Slater
6656 SW Capitol Hwy Apt C
Portland, OR 97219-1955





Debra Stoleroff 
<debra@vtlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Stoleroff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Stoleroff
158 New Hamburger Rd
Plainfield, VT 05667-9300





Debra Tomajko 
<dtomajko@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Tomajko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Tomajko
276 Readington Rd
Branchburg, NJ 08876-3725





Debra Topping 
<toppingdjs@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Debra 
Topping

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Debra Topping
7021 Crock Ave
North Port, FL 34291-4809





Dee DeVille 
<fulfillmentforum@q.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dee 
DeVille

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dee DeVille
300 Bonnevista Ter
Shakopee, MN 55379-9356





Dee Longengaugh 
<deelong@alaska.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Dee 
Longengaugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dee Longengaugh
299 N Franklin St
Juneau, AK 99801-1224





Dee Majewski 
<dolores524@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dee 
Majewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dee Majewski
224 W Jordan St
Brevard, NC 28712-3651





Dee Morris 
<kittyhawk12348@earthl
ink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dee 
Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dee Morris
39 Russell St
Medford, MA 02155-1740





Dee Sayre 
<deeloralei@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dee 
Sayre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dee Sayre
8621 Loxley Fwy
Cordova, TN 38016-8414





Dee Seahawk 
<radeeolover@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dee 
Seahawk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dee Seahawk
8607 Pine Cone Ct
Tampa, FL 33604-2516





Deena Jones 
<deenaj@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Deena Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deena Jones
10704 18th St SE
Lake Stevens, WA 98258-2028





"Deirdre A. Cole" 
<dearhumans@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
"Deirdre A. Cole"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deirdre A. Cole
Sacred!Centre - Meditation & Community for The Global Good
Mount Kisco, NY 10549-2814





Deirdre Brownell 
<dbdc125731@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Deirdre Brownell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deirdre Brownell
333 Andover Dr Apt 108
Burbank, CA 91504-3817





Deirdre Sheerr 
<sheerr@sheerrwhite.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Deirdre Sheerr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Deirdre Sheerr
1452 Little Sunapee Rd
New London, NH 03257-5319





Deisha Garcia 
<deishagarcia@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Deisha Garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Deisha Garcia
1277 Branham Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3738





Delaine Spilsbury 
<mssquaw@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Delaine Spilsbury

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Delaine Spilsbury
PO Box 1055
Mc Gill, NV 89318-1055





Delaney Berreth 
<lovelylaney624@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Delaney Berreth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Delaney Berreth
3905 Palomino Dr NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-4059





Delayne Dillard 
<delayne@dkdllc.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Delayne Dillard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Delayne Dillard
106 Dolly Rd
Sulphur Springs, TX 75482-6979





Delbert Sauls 
<southstarr1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Delbert Sauls

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Delbert Sauls
1522 N Park Side Dr
Deer Park, TX 77536-5275





Delores Henley 
<dhen166@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Delores Henley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Delores Henley
3600 SW 137th Ave
Miramar, FL 33027-3207





Dena Sidmore 
<psychg33kjunk@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Dena 
Sidmore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dena Sidmore
2923 W Alice Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85051-3959





dencie olson 
<dencieo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
dencie olson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. dencie olson
13410 SW Barnum Dr
Tigard, OR 97223-5009





Dene Decandio 
<denedecandio@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Dene 
Decandio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dene Decandio
526 Griswold Drive
Eugene, OR 97405





Denise Berrian 
<dberrian2001@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Berrian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Berrian
143 L St
Chula Vista, CA 91911-1426





Denise Brennan 
<dbre657144@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Brennan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Brennan
2692 Patrick Henry St Apt 101
Auburn Hills, MI 48326-2242





Denise French 
<deniseraefrench@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Denise French

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise French
15841 32nd Ave NE
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155-6532





Denise Greaves 
<dionysia@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Greaves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Denise Greaves
1576 Sun Ln
San Jose, CA 95132-3623





Denise Jones 
<nutstosquirrels@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Denise Jones
2605 Scholl Dr
Reno, NV 89503-2122





Denise Mitchell 
<deeny2001@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Mitchell
21240 Providencia St
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-3221





Denise Tatum 
<dleatatum@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Tatum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Tatum
2510 S 35th St
Omaha, NE 68105-3502





Denise Van Hill 
<denisev@heritage-bag.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Denise Van Hill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Denise Van Hill
7528 Calais Ct
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-6749





Dennis Berman 
<dberman0406@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Berman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Berman
16701 Algonquin St Apt 309
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3351





Dennis Cole 
<djcole101@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Cole
914 Kirsten Ct
Apt B
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2739





Dennis Eicholtz 
<deicholtz@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Eicholtz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Eicholtz
128 W Sacramento Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4524





Dennis Fassman 
<rnrftdoc@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Fassman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dennis Fassman
372 Post Ave
Westbury, NY 11590-2201





Dennis Goggin 
<dennyg309@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Goggin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Goggin
9728 W 154th St
Orland Park, IL 60462-4680





Dennis Han 
<dennis.han@tx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Han

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Han
506 Saginaw Ct
Allen, TX 75013-8521





Dennis Horodyski 
<dhorodyski@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Horodyski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Horodyski
61 Washington Ave
Holtsville, NY 11742-1046





Dennis McNally 
<denny275@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis McNally

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis McNally
402 Clark St Apt G01
New Straitsville, OH 43766-9517





Dennis Odin Johnson 
<dennis@nsdomes.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Odin Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dennis Odin Johnson
37955 Bridge Rd
North Branch, MN 55056-5398





Dennis Paulson 
<fastmaster@fasting.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Paulson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dennis Paulson
27 W Anapamu St # 360
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-3107





Dennis Rogers 
<derogers_98@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Rogers
147 Williamsville Rd
Hubbardston, MA 01452-1321





Dennis Ruffcorn 
<dotseye@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Ruffcorn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Ruffcorn
2360 Landa St
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3724





DENNIS STARKINS 
<dstarkins@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
DENNIS STARKINS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. DENNIS STARKINS
40 E Ponderosa Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85022-3005





Dennis Trembly 
<trembly@usc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Trembly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Trembly
880 W 1st St Apt 301
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2417





Dennis Ulrich 
<ulrichdx@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dennis Ulrich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Ulrich
611 N Front St
Reading, PA 19601-2425





Derek Gendvil 
<dgendvil@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Derek 
Gendvil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. Thanks!

Sincerely,

Mr. Derek Gendvil
9030 W Sahara Ave # 360
Las Vegas, NV 89117-5744





Derek Koloditch 
<derek.koloditch@color
ado.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Derek 
Koloditch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Derek Koloditch
Private Address
Denver, CO 80209





Derek Meyer 
<dmmeyer@email.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Derek 
Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Derek Meyer
3103 Circle Hill Rd
Alexandria, VA 22305-1607





Desiree Kisselburg 
<desireekisselburg@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Desiree Kisselburg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Desiree Kisselburg
2119 Kerwood Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-6008





Desiree Nunez 
<desiree_yvette@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Desiree Nunez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Desiree Nunez
4225 Mary Ellen Ave
Studio City, CA 91604-1841





Desmian Alexander 
<dealexander6@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Desmian Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Desmian Alexander
4611 Grass Fight
San Antonio, TX 78253-5088





Despina Dumoulins 
<desdumoulins@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Despina Dumoulins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Despina Dumoulins
560 Focis St
Metairie, LA 70005-2908





Destine Robertson 
<destine.robertson@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Destine Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Destine Robertson
19574 Silver Ranch Rd
Conifer, CO 80433-5607





Devone Tucker 
<tuc40_2005@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Devone Tucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Devone Tucker
89 Rochelle St
Brockton, MA 02301-3146





Dian Berger 
<dianberger@cableone.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Dian 
Berger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dian Berger
5639 E Gateway Dr
Boise, ID 83716-9041





Dian Hardy 
<themis@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Dian 
Hardy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

I write as the founder of the all-volunteer group, Sealwatch,
safeguarding the harbor seal haulout and nursery at the mouth of the
Russian River in northern California.  We have been doing this work for
twenty-five years, assisting a hard pressed State Parks.  Understand,
please, that I am schooled in principles of conservation and
stewardship.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years with public reviews each year.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

It is your responsibility to bear witness to the importance of
wilderness and the lives of those who live wild.  Do not fail them.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be



approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dian Hardy
7777 Bodega Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3570



Dian Tublin 
<diantublin@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dian 
Tublin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dian Tublin
12650 Willow Spring Ct
Herndon, VA 20170-2856





Dian Wood 
<dian.wood152@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Dian 
Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dian Wood
1207 E State St
Boise, ID 83712-7316





Diana Anderson 
<danderson@metrocast.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Anderson
259 Old Mountain Rd
Northwood, NH 03261-4209





Diana Artemis 
<artemdi@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Artemis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

There are several problems with the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP).

The HCP is too big to be done appropriately, as it covers 9.8 million
acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide
corridor, and affects over 100 federally listed endangered species. The
HCP must be partitioned into more geographically and ecologically
cohesive units.

Fifty years are too long for NiSource or the FWS to know what how the
pipeline will impact threatened species. It is therefore inappropriate
to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half
a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those
species will be. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or
15 years.

Since the HCP will set the precedent for other large-scale energy
infrastructure projects around the country,it must be done competently.
If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective
measures for species, then other corporations will be allowed to
proceed with devastating effects on the ecosystem.

NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk to be approved as is. I ask you to rework the HCP so that it
resolves these issues.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Artemis
2930 Marshall St
Falls Church, VA 22042-1956



Diana Bain 
<cdbain@gmavt.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Bain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is FAR too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced significantly,
if it is allowed at all.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diana Bain
2657 Hemenway Rd
Bridport, VT 05734-4413





Diana Barbee 
<iloveraptors@care2.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Barbee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Barbee



Diana Cancel 
<jaq_97@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Cancel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Cancel
4324 Heron Lakes Dr
Sanford, FL 32771-6339





diana claitor 
<dclaitor@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to diana 
claitor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am part of a community that is very concerned about the far-reaching
effects of the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. diana claitor
2712 La Mesa Dr
Austin, TX 78704-5429





Diana Dee 
<dianahtlne@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Dee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Dee
12814 Victory Blvd
North Hollywood, CA 91606-3013





diana gordon 
<digor4@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to diana 
gordon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. diana gordon
31 Franklin Ave
Oswego, NY 13126-1755





Diana Halperin 
<djhalperin@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Halperin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Halperin
51 Bennett Ave Apt B24
New York, NY 10033-3638





Diana Hiza 
<dhiza@snet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Hiza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diana Hiza
57 Torrington Ave
Collinsville, CT 06019-3316





Diana Kliche 
<klichediana@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Kliche

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Kliche
4566 W 159th St
Lawndale, CA 90260-2513





Diana Ristenpart 
<dristenpart@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Ristenpart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Ristenpart
9919 Osuna Rd NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111-2255





Diana Soloway 
<msoloway@nc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Soloway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: too big, too long!

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Are we staring at profits for a few vs a future for American youth?
Please do not allow the aggressive oil and gas industry to dictate the
future for our children.  They will inherit what we have done or not
done for their (not our) environment!  The lobbyists are paid
handsomely for touting the benefits of access to oil and gas.
Unfortunately, this is not the case for our future citizens.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mrs. Diana Soloway
7501 Idolbrook Ln
Raleigh, NC 27615-6121



Diana Urbon 
<flwcrab@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Urbon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Urbon
846 Fox Chase Dr
Round Lk Bch, IL 60073-4102





Diana Vodzak 
<paplover001@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Vodzak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Vodzak
112 Richard Dr
Pittsburgh, PA 15237-1882





Diana Wilson 
<dhw63@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Diana 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diana Wilson
479 El Jina Ln
Ojai, CA 93023-9303





Diane Abbruzzese 
<dianeabby@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Abbruzzese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Abbruzzese
5553 S Prince St Apt A
Littleton, CO 80120-8216





diane arrieta 
<diane.arrieta@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to diane 
arrieta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. diane arrieta
367 Beacon St
Tequesta, FL 33469-3001





Diane Birmingham 
<dbham52@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Birmingham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Birmingham
5104 La Costa Ct
Fort Collins, CO 80528-9103





Diane Causey 
<diane.causey@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Causey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Causey
131 Mono Ave
Fairfax, CA 94930-1739





Diane Celeste 
<dianemceleste@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Celeste

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Celeste
7061 Treymore Ct
Sarasota, FL 34243-5501





Diane Cobb-Adams 
<hawnprincess@sunrive
rtoday.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Cobb-Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Cobb-Adams
4518 Holly Grape Ln
Saint George, UT 84790-4531





Diane Daren 
<dilor24@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Daren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diane Daren
8 Naples Ed
Brookline, MA 02446





Diane Davis 
<dianedavis13@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Davis
681 Lakewood Ln
Marquette, MI 49855-9517





Diane Fields 
<aliasmadonna@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Fields

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Fields
PO Box 6673
Williamsburg, VA 23188-5227





Diane Giangrossi 
<dgiangrossi@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Giangrossi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Giangrossi
10532 Fox Creek Ln
Fishers, IN 46037-9386





Diane Hejl 
<katkrazy3308@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Hejl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Hejl
3308 Greenlawn Pkwy
Austin, TX 78757-2014





Diane Hert 
<tandd82041@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Hert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Hert
6563 Ethel St NW
Canton, OH 44718-4202





Diane Hightree 
<diane.hightree@calrec
ycle.ca.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Hightree

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Hightree
7281 Pepperwood Knoll Ln Apt 209
Sacramento, CA 95842-4663





Diane Hughes 
<icynight@nycap.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Hughes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Hughes
124d Eastwood Dr
Clifton Park, NY 12065-4268





Diane Jackson 
<rumjungleroad@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diane Jackson
633 S Prospect Ave Unit 202
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4424





Diane Jensen 
<diane@capecodhomer
ealty.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Jensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Jensen
353 Willow St
West Barnstable, MA 02668-1363





Diane Lavoie 
<diane963@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Lavoie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diane Lavoie
2 Old Northfield Rd
Northfield, CT 06778-2508





Diane Legner 
<redredcruiser@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Legner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Legner
3097 Gaslight Dr
Bay City, MI 48706-9604





Diane Marcus 
<savelolitap@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Marcus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Marcus
4325 Davis St
Skokie, IL 60076-1642





Diane Millham 
<adairvt@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Millham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Diane Millham
92 Laurel Hill Dr
South Burlington, VT 05403-7337





Diane Oakman 
<seahorse22056@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Oakman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Oakman
227 SW 170th St
Newberry, FL 32669-3101





Diane Pallitto 
<dpallitto@peoplepc.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Pallitto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Pallitto
PO Box 246
De Water Gap, PA 18327-0246





Diane Pekarcik 
<bytemarks@roadrunne
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Pekarcik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Pekarcik
7350 Martingale
Chesterland, OH 44026-2007





Diane Schrum 
<ysun_sets@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Schrum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Schrum
1501 E Gardner Ln Apt 1408e
Peoria Heights, IL 61616-3650





Diane Tremmel 
<dtremmel@parametrix.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Tremmel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Tremmel
643 N Dekum St
Portland, OR 97217-1951





Diane Ware 
<volcanogetaway@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Ware

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Ware
PO Box 698
Volcano, HI 96785-0698





Diane Weber 
<diane.a.weber@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Weber
1044 Firman Dr SW
Sugarcreek, OH 44681-9004





Diane Weeks 
<dweeks9922@bellsout
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Weeks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Weeks
9922 8th Ave
Orlando, FL 32824-5304





Diane West 
<dwlorax@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Diane 
West

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane West
7 Valerie Dr
Plainville, MA 02762-1403





Diane Will 
<dianewill@vzw.blackbe
rry.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Will

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Diane Will
1469 W 35th St
Erie, PA 16508-2309





Diane Wynne 
<dwynne1007@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Diane 
Wynne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Wynne
5055 Ashington Landing Dr
Tampa, FL 33647-3515





Dianne Doochin 
<coachdee@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dianne Doochin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianne Doochin
4411 Tyne Blvd
Nashville, TN 37215-4548





Dianne Furey 
<haberlinme@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dianne Furey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dianne Furey
28 Pebble Ave
Winthrop, MA 02152-1419





Dianne Hunter 
<hunter.dianne@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dianne Hunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dianne Hunter
PO Box 926
Hazel Park, MI 48030-0926





Dianne Warren 
<oasis.dianne@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dianne Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianne Warren
Oasis Pub
Sarasota, FL 34232-3818





Dianne Williams 
<pelican@trappedintime
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dianne Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianne Williams
2108 Seneca Ridge Dr
Myrtle Beach, SC 29579-4177





Dick Holmes 
<dick_holmes@epi.sc.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Dick 
Holmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dick Holmes
1101 Delta Dr
Columbia, SC 29209-4742





Dick Ogren 
<ogrendm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dick 
Ogren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dick Ogren
13929 Saint Francis Blvd Apt 208
Ramsey, MN 55303-5600





Dina Willner 
<starrcat@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dina 
Willner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dina Willner
115 Vreeland Ct
Mahwah, NJ 07430-2022





Dinah Crossway 
<dinahcrossway@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dinah 
Crossway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dinah Crossway
25a Pine Ln Apt 6
Albany, NY 12203-4442





Dipal Gandhi 
<tha.homie.d@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Dipal 
Gandhi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dipal Gandhi
2005 Continental Ave
Hayward, CA 94545-1947





Dirk Rogers 
<dirk.rogers@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Dirk 
Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dirk Rogers
3404 San Jacinto St
Dallas, TX 75204-5426





Dixie Mullineaux 
<acubird@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dixie 
Mullineaux

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dixie Mullineaux
937 Olmstead Rd
Pikesville, MD 21208-4757





DJ Gardner 
<djgardner222@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to DJ 
Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. DJ Gardner
5345 Sepulveda Blvd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411-3439





Dmitra Tardy 
<ticutardy@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dmitra Tardy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dmitra Tardy
10073 14th St N Apt 102
Saint Petersburg, FL 33716-4317





Dolores Harter 
<dolohart@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Dolores Harter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolores Harter
81 Frank Norris St Unit 603
San Francisco, CA 94109-9220





Dolores Mackenzie 
<dolcinmack@netzero.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dolores Mackenzie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolores Mackenzie
8 Central St
Warwick, RI 02886-1204





Dolores Parks 
<parks.dee@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dolores Parks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dolores Parks
PO Box 1070
Boone, NC 28607-1070





Dolores Penrod 
<dolorespenrod@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dolores Penrod

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dolores Penrod
2120 S Avenue I Pl
Portales, NM 88130-7116





Domenico Dunbar 
<dunbardomenico@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Domenico Dunbar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Domenico Dunbar
470 Raven Rd
Stafford, VA 22554-4006





Domingo Hermosillo 
<domingohermosillo@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Domingo Hermosillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Domingo Hermosillo
1024 Central Ave N Apt H16
Kent, WA 98032-3075





Dominic Libby 
<libb_00@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dominic Libby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dominic Libby
63 Middleton Rd
Milton, NH 03851-4722





Dominic Moceri 
<mylittlemisfit19@aim.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Dominic Moceri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dominic Moceri
20946 Greenbriar Cir
South Lyon, MI 48178-7070





Dominic Orlando 
<doodles369369@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Dominic Orlando

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dominic Orlando
4622 Schwartz Ave
Lisle, IL 60532-1249





Dominique Ryba 
<mdryba@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dominique Ryba

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dominique Ryba
1593 Jonathon St
Vista, CA 92083-4002





Don Beck 
<beck2318@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Don 
Beck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Beck
1026 Marshall Ave
Lancaster, PA 17601-4553





Don Bergey 
<bergey@wfu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Don 
Bergey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Bergey
144 Green Valley Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106





Don Cooney 
<dbcooney@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Don 
Cooney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Cooney
2210 Carmello Way
Santa Fe, NM 87505-5501





Don Eaton 
<aquamirena@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Don 
Eaton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Don Eaton
2451 Creek Rd
Glenmoore, PA 19343-1513





Don JEFFERSON 
<jefferson5409@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Don 
JEFFERSON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don JEFFERSON
6055 S Twisted Acacia Way
Gold Canyon, AZ 85118-4830





don knutzen 
<knute69@frontier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to don 
knutzen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. don knutzen
1305 Boon St
Apt 111
Sumas, WA 98295-9645





don lawson 
<don.astheravenflies@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to don 
lawson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. don lawson
1833 Harbor Cv
Modesto, CA 95355-1856





don Loprieno 
<donloprieno@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to don 
Loprieno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. don Loprieno
PO Box 281
Bristol, ME 04539-0281





Don Margeson 
<donatdonlo@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Don 
Margeson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Margeson
439 Tennessee Ave NE
St Petersburg, FL 33702-7604





Don Meehan 
<d.h-meehan_1@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Don 
Meehan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Meehan
1714 Merrill Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-5939





Don Pew 
<nobrainsurgeon022@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Don 
Pew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Pew
348 Indiana Ave
Girard, OH 44420-3053





don ramsey 
<ddramsey@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to don 
ramsey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. don ramsey
7208 Jack Dr
Petersburg, VA 23803-6963





Don Rodriguez 
<boricuapower1@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Don 
Rodriguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Don Rodriguez
3476 W 120th St
Cleveland, OH 44111-3536





Don Saban 
<hottjazz@ca.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Don 
Saban

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Saban
250 N Kenmore Ave Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 90004-6268





Don Waterfield 
<anrpgpgmr@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Don 
Waterfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Waterfield

Roanoke, VA 24015





Donald Chambers 
<shut_up23@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Chambers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Chambers
1025 Bienville St Apt B
New Orleans, LA 70112-3179





Donald Dimock 
<dond@minetfiber.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Dimock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Dimock
543 Clay St E Unit 5
Monmouth, OR 97361-2338





Donald Figge 
<miraval@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Figge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Figge
6645 E Michigan Ave
Fresno, CA 93727-1436





Donald Jones 
<djones1246@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Jones
62 La Paloma Dr
Los Alamos, NM 87544-3434





Donald Kent 
<dkkent8645@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Kent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Kent
6105 Sunset Blvd Apt 57
Rocklin, CA 95677-3134





Donald Kimmel 
<dksecretgardener@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Kimmel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Kimmel
1576 Route 9
Garrison, NY 10524-3822





Donald Millington 
<dmillington@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Millington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

An in-depth study of the ecological effects need to be undertaken
before ANY permit should be issues.  I am writing to register several
concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation
Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Millington
37300 Timberview Ln
Farmington Hills, MI 48331-3077





Donald Morrison 
<donphylmor@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Morrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Morrison
907 Dolores St
San Francisco, CA 94110-2922





Donald Schwarz 
<berdks@mindspring.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Schwarz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Think of how your great-grandchildren will view your decision,  Will
they love you or curse you?

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Schwarz
3388 Lennox Ct



Lawrenceville, GA 30044-5616



Donald Scott III  
<donaldscott3rd@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Scott III

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Scott III
322 River Rd
Saint James, NY 11780-1391





Donald Shaw 
<donshawcats@mac.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Shaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Shaw
200 Lynch Ave
Syracuse, NY 13207-2129





Donald Smith 
<dhs1958@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Smith
PO Box 1344
Capitan, NM 88316-1344





Donald Tebaldi 
<donnice81@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Tebaldi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Tebaldi
794 Court St Apt A
Keene, NH 03431-1708





Donald Turken 
<turken@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Turken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Donald Turken
4020 S Dexter St
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113-5124





Donald Walsh 
<djw411@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Walsh



Donald White 
<ovibose@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Donald White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald White
11156 Woolford St
Culver City, CA 90230-5375





Donald Wilson 
<djw22@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donald Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Wilson
7319 Belden St
Philadelphia, PA 19111-3811





Donn Dobkin 
<donndobkin@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Donn 
Dobkin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donn Dobkin
632 Curie Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-4817





DONNA BASLEE 
<dbaslee@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
DONNA BASLEE

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. DONNA BASLEE
26 Hessle Cir
Bella Vista, AR 72714-2522





Donna Beeman 
<rabbitlady@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Beeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Beeman
625 Northstar Ct
Boulder, CO 80304-1022





Donna Boguslav 
<dboguslav@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Boguslav

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Boguslav
21 W 10th St
New York, NY 10011-8743





Donna Boland 
<donna.boland@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Boland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Boland
PO Box 2696
San Rafael, CA 94912-2696





Donna Bonetti 
<donnambirdlady@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Bonetti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Bonetti
1170 Monroe Dr Apt B
Boulder, CO 80303-8323





Donna Butler 
<butler843@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Butler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Butler
8438 Mississippi Blvd NW
Minneapolis, MN 55433-5940





Donna Campbell 
<belov@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

This country DOES NOT belong to the oil and gas industry! It is time to
stop their rapacious destruction of all we need to maintain our
suffering quality of life - clean air, clean water and species that
have no voice.  I am writing to register several concerns and requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. Please do your job
and do everything you can to truly conserve and preserve all that is
the US.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Campbell



18925 Highway 12 Lot 46
Sonoma, CA 95476-5425



Donna Clark 
<key4skip@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Clark
2220 Westmont Dr
Alhambra, CA 91803-3640





Donna Dreyer 
<drossfarm@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Dreyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Dreyer
38590 Ridge Rd
Agate, CO 80101-9729





Donna Farr 
<donnajfarr@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Farr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Farr
9815 Gemini Dr
San Antonio, TX 78217-3204





"Donna F. Austin" 
<billaus376@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Donna F. Austin"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna F. Austin
12 Queen Anne Ln
Hingham, MA 02043-3904





Donna Hanson 
<donnahanson@pullma
n.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Hanson
1555 NW Leland St
Pullman, WA 99163-3769





Donna J 
<daj76@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna J

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna J
108-3150 Prince Edward St
Vancouver, BC V5T 3N6





"donna j. wagner" 
<donna@majornet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
"donna j. wagner"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. donna j. wagner
108 Salada Ave Apt B
Pacifica, CA 94044-2567





donna landon 
<donnapinata@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to donna 
landon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. donna landon
1503 McCollum St
Los Angeles, CA 90026-2325





Donna Lentine 
<donnalentine@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Lentine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Donna Lentine
6 Bay Oak Dr
Lewes, DE 19958-5758





Donna Lewis 
<lewi50@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Lewis
12921 Oxnard St
Van Nuys, CA 91401-4106





Donna massey 
<deejay49@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna massey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna massey
1912 W Macarthur Rd
Wichita, KS 67217-2741





Donna Mayotte 
<draemayo@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Mayotte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Mayotte
3926 Sheridan Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55410-1228





"Donna M. Jitchotvisut" 
<donna_j@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Donna M. Jitchotvisut"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna M. Jitchotvisut
1501 W Belmont Ave Apt 408
Chicago, IL 60657-0905





Donna Olsen 
<iammunchkin@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Olsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Olsen
575 Stinson Blvd Apt B12
New Brighton, MN 55112-2540





Donna Price 
<dprice5710@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Price

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Price
3001 Hazelhurst Ave
Rear
Brentwood, PA 15227-4206





Donna Rustigian 
<artdon2001@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Rustigian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Rustigian
401 Hopkins Hollow Rd
Greene, RI 02827-2208





Donna Shroyer 
<d_shroyer@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Shroyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Shroyer
PO Box 1208
Meeker, CO 81641-1208





Donna Simms 
<ddstroy@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Simms

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Simms

NY





Donna Thomas 
<surya@cjack.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Thomas
10470 Beardon Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-1929





Donna Van De Vort 
<dmvtigerlily@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Van De Vort

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Donna Van De Vort
5008 Marshburn Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006-5962





Donna Varner-Sheaves 
<fairqueen1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Varner-Sheaves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Varner-Sheaves
229 Haywicke Pl
Wake Forest, NC 27587-9027





Donna Vartanian 
<griffy.land@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Vartanian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Vartanian
2514 Ramshorn Dr
Manasquan, NJ 08736-2114





Donna Zeidel 
<bothrops95@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donna Zeidel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Zeidel
7168 N Pale Moon Trl
Tucson, AZ 85743-8987





Donnatta Palmer 
<nettajp@plateautel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Donnatta Palmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donnatta Palmer
44 Wildfire Rd
Artesia, NM 88210-9546





Donnell Sutherland 
<donnell2001@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Donnell Sutherland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donnell Sutherland
1527 Summit View Dr
Holts Summit, MO 65043-2009





Dora Delgadillo 
<olintepec@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dora 
Delgadillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dora Delgadillo
17419 N 28th Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85053-1939





Dora Gerken 
<dggerken@tx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Dora 
Gerken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dora Gerken
10539 Les Jardins Dr
Dallas, TX 75229-5459





Dora Haslett 
<dprokope@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dora 
Haslett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dora Haslett
735 SW Saint Clair Ave Apt 1201
Portland, OR 97205-1432





Doreen Bartos 
<doreen.bartos@lmco.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Doreen Bartos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doreen Bartos
4755 Wilson Ave Apt 1
San Diego, CA 92116-2444





Doreen Hlavaty 
<treehgr935@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Doreen Hlavaty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doreen Hlavaty
2317 N Merrimac Ave
Chicago, IL 60639-2619





Doreen Tignanelli  
<doreentig@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Doreen Tignanelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doreen Tignanelli
29 Colburn Dr
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603-5103





Dorethia Graul 
<angryliberalgranny@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dorethia Graul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

If you will just wait awhile Rick Perry will give you anything you want
if he becomes President.  He is owned entirely by the oil and gas
industry

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorethia Graul



927 Teakwood Dr
Richardson, TX 75080-4937



Dori Cole 
<dpernicka@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Dori 
Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dori Cole
68 Sterling Cir Apt 107
Wheaton, IL 60189-2123





Dori Grasso 
<dcgrasso1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dori 
Grasso

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dori Grasso
12207 Happy Hollow Rd
Cockeysville, MD 21030-1738





Dorian Sarris 
<doriansarris@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dorian Sarris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. This is not acceptable!

Sincerely,

Mr. Dorian Sarris
574 Ketchum Hill Rd
Craftsbury, VT 05826-9515





Dorinda Scott 
<dorinda04@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dorinda Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorinda Scott
1809 Treadwell St
Austin, TX 78704-2147





Doris Carey 
<carey58@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Doris 
Carey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Doris Carey
11 N Riding Dr
Cherry Hill, NJ 08003-2716





Doris Eiland 
<deiland@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Doris 
Eiland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Doris Eiland
7120 E River Canyon Rd
Tucson, AZ 85750-2110





Doris Luther 
<dsluther53@roadrunne
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Doris 
Luther

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doris Luther
PO Box 297
Hollis Center, ME 04042-0297





Doris Plaine 
<doris.plaine@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Doris 
Plaine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Doris Plaine
2877 E Broad St Apt D17
Columbus, OH 43209-1961





Doris Vician 
<wwdmvician@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Doris 
Vician

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doris Vician
708 Guadalupe Ct NW
Albuquerque, NM 87114-2313





Dorothea cangelosi 
<ozybr@hughes.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothea cangelosi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dorothea cangelosi
15016 Mathis Rd
Waller, TX 77484-4966





Dorothea Cappadona 
<doc.dot@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothea Cappadona

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dorothea Cappadona
23 Watch Way
Lloyd Harbor, NY 11743-9707





Dorothy Bassett  
<debassett1@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Bassett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dorothy Bassett
5 Ida St
Imperial, PA 15126-1016





Dorothy Callaway 
<dmcqc@gt.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Callaway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Callaway
950 N 23rd St
Beaumont, TX 77706-4731





Dorothy Carlo 
<dcarlo01@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Carlo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Carlo
50 Montgomery Ave
Holyoke, MA 01040-1314





Dorothy Carol Galante  
<sdlorac@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Carol Galante

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dorothy Carol Galante
3782 Crete St
San Diego, CA 92117-6122





Dorothy Cinquemani 
<dorotea@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Cinquemani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I WISH to register DEEP concerns and MAKE requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.

It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill
endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows
what the status of those species may be in terms of climate change,
disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors.
Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.

The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to NOT  MORE THAN 10 or AT
LOST 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dorothy Cinquemani
400 Lake Ave NE # S210



Largo, FL 33771-1684



Dorothy Holtzman 
<starge1956@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Holtzman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Holtzman
1199a Shetland Dr
Lakewood, NJ 08701-7950





dorothy lynne davies 
<lynne.d@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
dorothy lynne davies

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. dorothy lynne davies
327 Caselli Ave
San Francisco, CA 94114-2324





Dorothy Mailman 
<dorothymailman@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Mailman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Mailman
7 Joshua Way
Apt 307
Essex Junction, VT 05452-4044





Dorothy Matz 
<welcomematz@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Matz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Matz
3818 Whitman Ave
Cleveland, OH 44113-3233





Dorothy Schutte 
<aschutteart@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Schutte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Schutte
208 E Palmcroft Dr
Tempe, AZ 85282-2126





Dorothy Werner 
<glimmersham@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Werner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Werner
6140 N Mozart St
Chicago, IL 60659-2540





Dorothy Wilkinson 
<deegee43@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dorothy Wilkinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Wilkinson
5118 De Longpre Ave Apt 314
Los Angeles, CA 90027-5722





Dorri Raskin 
<bunnyraskin@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Dorri 
Raskin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorri Raskin
18350 Los Alimos St
Northridge, CA 91326-3123





Dosia Paclawskyj 
<paclawskyj@kennedyk
rieger.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Dosia 
Paclawskyj

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dosia Paclawskyj
12001 Tarragon Rd
Apt L
Reisterstown, MD 21136-3104





Doug Gibson 
<djgibson@mho.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Doug 
Gibson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Doug Gibson
2021 Mockingbird Trl
Bailey, CO 80421-2039





Doug McKechnie 
<dougmck@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Doug 
McKechnie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug McKechnie
28 Glen Ave
Oakland, CA 94611-4929





Doug Morgan 
<dmorgan8901@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Doug 
Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Morgan
3702 S Virginia St
Reno, NV 89502-6034





doug stecklein 
<dougdstecklein@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to doug 
stecklein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. doug stecklein
115 S Blake St
Olathe, KS 66061-3727





Dougal Crowe 
<adcrowe@hawaiiantel.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Dougal Crowe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dougal Crowe
1104 Polipoli Rd
Kula, HI 96790-7627





Douglas Depue 
<dougdepue@onemain.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Depue

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Depue
PO Box 12668
Salem, OR 97309-0668





Douglas Estes 
<dce005@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Estes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Estes
629 Arguello Blvd
Apt 303
San Francisco, CA 94118-4063





Douglas Feinstein 
<dougfeinstein@nyc.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Feinstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Feinstein
138 W 72nd St
Apt 2
New York, NY 10023-3347





Douglas Gower 
<mesa797@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Gower

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Gower
797 22nd St
San Francisco, CA 94107-3423





Douglas Long 
<douglaslong2@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Long

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Long
9141 Sea Oats Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46250-4129





Douglas Macdonald 
<macdon@bcn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Macdonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Douglas Macdonald
PO Box 910
Sheffield, MA 01257-0910





Douglas McNeill 
<doug.mcneill@wap.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas McNeill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas McNeill
33 Ridge Rd Unit T
Greenbelt, MD 20770-7749





Douglas Metzler 
<doug@sis.pitt.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Metzler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several objections regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Douglas Metzler

PA





Douglas Mirell 
<dmirell@loeb.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Mirell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Mirell
3037 McConnell Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4639





Douglas Monson 
<doughmonson@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Monson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Monson
2252 Table Rock Rd Spc 130
Medford, OR 97501-1467





Douglas Morse 
<dem5@nyu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Douglas Morse
119 Bleecker Street, 7F
New York, NY 10012





Douglas Schorling 
<dschorling@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Schorling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Schorling
4226 W Sweet Ct
Visalia, CA 93291-4041





Douglas Sedon 
<sedond@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Sedon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Sedon
6815 buckingham lane
buckeystown, MD 217170365





Douglas Silver 
<diablo_doug@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Silver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Douglas Silver
10050 Woodgrove Dr
Dallas, TX 75218-1021





Douglas Ward 
<dougw4496tl@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Douglas Ward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Ward
140 Bleecker St
Gloversville, NY 12078-2389





Douglass Reeves 
<docare@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Douglass Reeves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglass Reeves
325 E 5th St
Apt F4
New York, NY 10003-8847





Dr E Hegeman 
<ehegeman@jjay.cuny.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Dr E 
Hegeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dr E Hegeman
100 Riverside Dr
New York, NY 10024-4822





Dreeta Jenkins 
<imagination1509@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Dreeta Jenkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dreeta Jenkins
1671
Madison, IL 62060-1444





Drew Reese 
<dreesephoto@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Drew 
Reese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Drew Reese
PO Box 1092
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-0809





Drew shadrawy 
<drewshadrawy@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Drew 
shadrawy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Drew shadrawy
5 Edes St Apt 1c
Plymouth, MA 02360-3979





Drollene Brown 
<drollene@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Drollene Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have several concerns and requests about the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Right now it covers 9.8 million acres in 14
states--more than 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor.
This swath could affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered,
threatened, and candidate species. I believe the plan needs to be
partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive
units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for the permits. There is no way
either NiSource or the FWS can know what the impact of the pipeline may
have for various species decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant
a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half a century
into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may
be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a
whole host of other factors.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake; NiSource's request is too big and
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Drollene Brown
7651 SE 118th Ave
Morriston, FL 32668-4843





Drury Bacon III  
<drubacon1420@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Drury 
Bacon III

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Drury Bacon III
15679 W Avalon Dr
Goodyear, AZ 85395-8173





"Dr. Rudy Zarzar" 
<zarzar@elon.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to "Dr. 
Rudy Zarzar"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rudy Zarzar
409 Collinwood Dr
Burlington, NC 27215-9779





"Dr. & Mrs. James L 
Grimes" 
<avocet5@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "Dr. & 
Mrs. James L Grimes"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dr. & Mrs. James L Grimes
8591 Mossford Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-3944





Duane Benton 
<dbenton@moonstar.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Duane Benton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Duane Benton
1706 Briery Rd
Farmville, VA 23901-2556





"Duane J. Matthiesen" 
<djma@alum.mit.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
"Duane J. Matthiesen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE:  NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right.  Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species.  The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species.  It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades and even years from now.  It is inappropriate to grant a
permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half a century
into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may
be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a
whole host of other factors.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 5 or 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right.  This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the USA, both in
terms of geographic and temporal extent.  If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Duane J. Matthiesen
10 Seaborn Pl
Lexington, MA 02420-2005





Dudley & Candace 
Campbell 
<cdcampbl@roadrunner
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dudley & Candace 
Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We are writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dudley & Candace Campbell
13167 Ortley Pl
Valley Glen, CA 91401-1329





Duncan Brown 
<dbuteob@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Duncan Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Duncan Brown
8122 E Sundew Dr
Tucson, AZ 85710-8572





Duncan Dow 
<ddow@gene.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Duncan Dow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

This is simply insane.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Duncan Dow
716 36th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-3402





Dustin Detweiler 
<dtheattic@gmail.com>

11/17/2011 08:05 PM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat 
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. 
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide 
corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and 
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and 
ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for 
either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, 
may be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill 
endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those 
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other 
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such 
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP 
should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This 
HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, 
both in terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate 
analysis and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to 
follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many 
endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.



Dustin Hiles 
<ryderphoto@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dustin 
Hiles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dustin Hiles
160 s coeur d'alene st.
#a203
Spokane, WA 99201





Dustine Aiu 
<aiu0829@hawaii.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dustine Aiu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dustine Aiu
92-1329 Hunekai St
Kapolei, HI 96707-1518





"Dwain H. Hansen" 
<dwainh@hawaii.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Dwain H. Hansen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwain H. Hansen
3280 Beaumont Woods Pl
Honolulu, HI 96822-1422





Dwight Hilpman 
<dwight@ciphoto.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Dwight Hilpman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwight Hilpman
936 Avalon Rd
Lawrence, KS 66044-2502





Dwight walker 
<dwightmiguelw@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Dwight walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwight walker
37703 Porter Dr
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7855





Dyanne Dirosario 
<lifeoftheparty@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Dyanne Dirosario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dyanne Dirosario
1430 Randall St
Glendale, CA 91201-2726





Dylan Cook 
<draconixdragonwing@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Dylan 
Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dylan Cook
20 Water St
Damariscotta, ME 04543-4064





Dylan Strickland 
<meebl@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Dylan 
Strickland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dylan Strickland
3540 Overland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5540





Dylan Taylor 
<dtaylor@crimelab.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Dylan 
Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dylan Taylor
15740 Sherman Way
Apt 115
Van Nuys, CA 91406-4028





"D. Keith Baynard" 
<kbaynard@proaxis.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to "D. 
Keith Baynard"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. D. Keith Baynard
1163 Geary St SE Apt G1
Albany, OR 97322-6832





"D. Pinckard" 
<dpinck@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "D. 
Pinckard"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. D. Pinckard
2415 Yale St
Martinez, CA 94553-3437





E Gail Walder 
<redwing@thewalders.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to E Gail 
Walder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. E Gail Walder
4633 Chestnut Rd
Newfane, NY 14108-9621





E Harris 
<elfyharris@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to E 
Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future.
Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. In short, there is too much at stake and
NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. E Harris
47 E High St
Philadelphia, PA 19144-2116



E Joan Hennessy 
<ejhennessy19@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to E 
Joan Hennessy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. E Joan Hennessy
418 Pine St
Sheboygan Falls, WI 53085-1572





E Risch 
<elaine.risch@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to E 
Risch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. E Risch
25 Park Ave
Monroe, NY 10950-2813





E Scott Dow 
<escottdow@roadrunner
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to E 
Scott Dow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. E Scott Dow
80 Allenwood Park Rd
Augusta, ME 04330-0913





Eamonn Kearney 
<eamonnevk@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Eamonn Kearney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eamonn Kearney
250 W 50th St Apt 9c
New York, NY 10019-6715





Earl Frounfelter 
<efrounfelter@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Earl 
Frounfelter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Earl Frounfelter
120 Palm Court Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-6644





Earl Stevens 
<eestms@colomail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Earl 
Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Earl Stevens
3847 Cardiff Ct
Loveland, CO 80538-2079





Eckhard Kuhn-Osius 
<ekuhnos@hunter.cuny.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Eckhard Kuhn-Osius

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Eckhard Kuhn-Osius
238 W 106th St
New York, NY 10025-3637





Ed Baker 
<oshram@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Baker
1356 Kenilworth Ave
Lakewood, OH 44107-3170





Ed Feraco 
<dredferaco@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Feraco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ed Feraco
PO Box 920194
Dutch Harbor, AK 99692-0194





Ed Giguere 
<edgiguere@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Giguere

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Giguere
12155 Tributary Point Dr
Rncho Cordova, CA 95670-4510





Ed Gould 
<ps2os2@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Gould

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Gould
3323 N Paulina St Apt 3e
Chicago, IL 60657-1077





Ed Greer 
<epgreer@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Greer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Greer
3808 Melstone Dr
Arlington, TX 76016-2753





Ed Kraynak 
<edkraynak@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Kraynak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Kraynak
1563 S Roslyn St
Denver, CO 80231-2614





Ed Plum 
<edwplum@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Plum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Plum
28753 W Park Dr
Barrington, IL 60010-1835





Ed Ray 
<edrayosprey@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Ray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ed Ray
PO Box 3
Dawson Springs, KY 42408-0003





Ed Rukab 
<eddierukab@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Rukab

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Rukab
11209 Water Spring Cir
Jacksonville, FL 32256-9186





Ed Van den Bossche 
<edvanforte@roadrunne
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ed 
Van den Bossche

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big.
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles
of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect about 100 federally
listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan should
divided into several smaller, more geographically and ecologically
cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or other factors.
Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the separated, limited HCPs should be reduced to 8 or
10 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

There is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved
as is. Cut it up and cut it back. Thanks.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Van den Bossche
121 40th St
Newport Beach, CA 92663-2921





Edd Mabrey 
<eddmab@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Edd 
Mabrey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edd Mabrey
PO Box 4797
Laguna Beach, CA 92652-4797





Eddie Cole 
<ecole@curtis-ne.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eddie 
Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eddie Cole
8018 Hunters Ridge Rd
Lincoln, NE 68516-6800





"Eddo Feyen Jr." 
<efeyenjr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to "Eddo 
Feyen Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eddo Feyen Jr.
3481 Harbor Cir
Delray Beach, FL 33483-8030





Eddy Robey 
<eddyrobey@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Eddy 
Robey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eddy Robey
14413 Weddington St Apt 6
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401-5626





edgar gillham 
<xzimppledink@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to edgar 
gillham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. edgar gillham
16046 Eagle Rock Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8173





Edh Stanley 
<itsedh@softcom.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Edh 
Stanley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Edh Stanley
5206 Sitton Way
Sacramento, CA 95823-1457





Edie Ehlert 
<edieehlert@centurytel.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Edie 
Ehlert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Edie Ehlert
15981 Moldrem Rd
Ferryville, WI 54628-7041





Edie Schmitz 
<edie@home2tucson.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Edie 
Schmitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Edie Schmitz
2992 W Royal Copeland Dr
Tucson, AZ 85745-1593





Edith Covington 
<edithcovington@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Edith 
Covington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake; NiSource's request is too big and
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Edith Covington
1350 Margarette Dr
Decatur, GA 30035-1115





Edith Emmenegger 
<eeviriditas@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Edith 
Emmenegger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Edith Emmenegger
622 N Catherine Ave
La Grange Park, IL 60526-5602





Edith Trygstad 
<cetrygstad@cableone.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Edith 
Trygstad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Edith Trygstad
1615-34 1/2 Ave. S
Fargo, ND, ND 58104





Edmund Weisberg 
<edmundweisberg@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Edmund Weisberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edmund Weisberg
1720 Spruce St
Apt 8
Philadelphia, PA 19103-6175





Edmund Wright 
<samoanjoke66@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edmund Wright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edmund Wright
2512 16th Ave W
Bradenton, FL 34205-4727





Edrissa SANYANG 
<sanyangfarang@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Edrissa SANYANG

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Edrissa SANYANG
234 Memorial Dr SW
Atlanta, GA 30303-3725





Edward Cassidy 
<cassidyedward@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Cassidy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Cassidy
3590 Front St
San Diego, CA 92103-4841





Edward Colerich 
<e.colerich@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Colerich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Colerich
1634 Pinehurst Ct
Pittsburgh, PA 15237-1598





Edward Costello 
<arbormed@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Costello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Costello
620 E Channel Rd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1316





Edward Dombroski 
<ed.dombroski@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Dombroski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Dombroski
31 Orr Rd
Jericho, VT 05465-2006





Edward Dwyer 
<determinedforce@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Dwyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Dwyer
559 W Diversey Pkwy
# 304
Chicago, IL 60614-7640





Edward Fujimoto 
<ekfujimoto@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Fujimoto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Edward Fujimoto
1136 Meridian Way
Rocklin, CA 95765-4751





"Edward G. MRKVICKA" 
<beachcomer67@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Edward G. MRKVICKA"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward G. MRKVICKA
2219 N Rancho Dr
# 1001
Las Vegas, NV 89130-3317





Edward Hanson 
<edw.hanson@netzero.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Hanson
7630 Leyden Ln
Commerce City, CO 80022-1320





Edward Kuharski 
<ekuharski@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Kuharski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Kuharski
405 Sidney St
Madison, WI 53703-1723





"Edward L. Gowens" 
<edlgowens@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Edward L. Gowens"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward L. Gowens
606 3rd Ave Apt 424
San Diego, CA 92101-6842





Edward McCoy 
<macdoor@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Edward McCoy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward McCoy
1404 Cole Blvd
Glen Allen, VA 23060-2316





edward meyers 
<meyersej@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
edward meyers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. edward meyers
416 E Gaston St
Savannah, GA 31401-5616





Edward Ruiz 
<eddie72@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Ruiz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Ruiz
1525 E 15th St
Brooklyn, NY 11230-6701





Edward Shelley 
<egshelley@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Shelley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Edward Shelley
491 Ashland Loop Rd
Ashland, OR 97520-2985





Edward Steele 
<edwardmsteele@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Steele

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Steele
100 Woodland Pond Cir Apt 305
New Paltz, NY 12561-6410





Edward Stein 
<ehstein@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Stein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

MY OWN PERSONAL MESSAGE: I AM TERRIBLY CONCERNED ABOUT THIS.  THESE
KINDS OF SPECIAL EXEMPTIONS SHOULD NOT BE GRANTED.  THERE ARE REASONS
FOR REGULATORY RULES AND THEY SHOULD NOT BE BYPASSED.  CERTAINLY NOT
FOR 50 YEARS.

-                         -                 -

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Dr. Edward Stein
2400 S Trask St
Tampa, FL 33629-5551



Edward Steinman 
<esteinma@umich.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Steinman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Steinman
621 5th St
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-4840





Edward Talbot 
<stuffyorder@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Edward Talbot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

My wife and I share and are strongly wanting to indicate our concerns
and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Talbot
6916 Brentwood St
Arvada, CO 80004-1938





Edwin McCready 
<emccready@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Edwin 
McCready

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edwin McCready
1818 Whitley Ave Apt 210
Los Angeles, CA 90028-4987





Edwina Ybarra 
<crystalwoman69@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Edwina Ybarra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Edwina Ybarra
2600 Center St NE # Ro1
Salem, OR 97301-2669





Edy Rayfield 
<edyrayfield@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Edy 
Rayfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Edy Rayfield
P.O.Box
Davenport, CA 95017





efuan simms 
<flaziblaz@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to efuan 
simms

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. efuan simms
350 E 118th St
Los Angeles, CA 90061-2817





Eileen Bergan 
<leener389@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Bergan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eileen Bergan
389 Mariposa Dr
Ventura, CA 93001-2228





Eileen Dignardi 
<rjmumsie@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Dignardi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Dignardi
90 Wildcat Rd.
Franklin, NJ 07416





Eileen Harrington 
<eileenmharrington@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Harrington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Harrington
545 Enterprise Dr
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2459





Eileen Karzen 
<ekarzen@gibsondunn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Karzen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Karzen
2329 S Bentley Ave Apt 103
Los Angeles, CA 90064-5505





Eileen Lee 
<eileenhl@uci.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Lee
2033 W Porter Ave
Fullerton, CA 92833-3650





Eileen Prefontaine 
<elprefon@rprefontaine.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Prefontaine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Prefontaine
38 Mount Vickery Rd
Southborough, MA 01772-1820





Eileen Rence 
<eileenesther@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Rence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Rence
4407 SE Yamhill St
Portland, OR 97215-2461





Eileen Smith 
<whiterose@whiterosep
ath.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Smith
1 Rifle Ct
Barnegat, NJ 08005-1802





Eileen Zichichi 
<e_zichichi@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Eileen 
Zichichi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Zichichi
PO Box 1
El Dorado, CA 95623-0001





Eithne Cunningham 
<granniemac1@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eithne 
Cunningham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eithne Cunningham
344 S Church St
Grass Valley, CA 95945-6709





Elaine Broadhead 
<elainebroadhead@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Broadhead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Broadhead
PO Box 227
Middleburg, VA 20118-0227





Elaine Charkowski 
<elained@mcn.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Charkowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Charkowski
19244 Benson Ln
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8256





Elaine Farris 
<elaine@on-sitemedia.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Farris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Farris
PO Box 1936
Lucerne Valley, CA 92356-1936





Elaine Fournier 
<fournier1946@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Fournier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Fournier
41 Ridge Rd
Middletown, CT 06457-4432





Elaine Friedman 
<editingbyelaine@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Friedman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Friedman
17 Harris Rd
Waterford, NY 12188-1255





Elaine Goodrich 
<elaineg43@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Goodrich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Goodrich
PO Box 22
Eastsound, WA 98245-0022





Elaine Jenkins-Wacey 
<emj@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Jenkins-Wacey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Jenkins-Wacey
1049 Beaumont Rd
Berwyn, PA 19312-2007





Elaine Link 
<elaine.link@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Link

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Link
23w111 Kings Ct
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137-7215





Elaine Livesey-Fassel 
<livesey-fassel@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Livesey-Fassel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Livesey-Fassel
10387 Glenbarr Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4523





Elaine Ryan 
<ela_ryn1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Ryan
2220 Idlewild Dr
Reno, NV 89509-8103





Elaine Voboril 
<elainevoboril@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Voboril

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Voboril
2013 Indian Rd W
Minnetonka, MN 55305-2213





Elaine Warren 
<ziggybug@ec.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Warren
9828 Sturgeon Dr NE
Leland, NC 28451-8454





Elaine Wood 
<elayne2@frontiernet.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Wood
PO Box 713
Selma, OR 97538-0713





Elaine Wynn 
<ewynn08@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Elaine 
Wynn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Wynn
621 Chapel Point Ln
Knoxville, TN 37934-1675





elana katz 
<elanakatz@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to elana 
katz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. elana katz
1 Pond View Cir
Sharon, MA 02067-1136





Eleanor Egle 
<kthe_gl2000@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Eleanor Egle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Egle
211 Liberty St Apt 58
Carmichaels, PA 15320-1061





Eleanor Lyman 
<eleanor@eleanorlyman
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Eleanor Lyman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eleanor Lyman
49 Wharf Rd
Bolinas, CA 94924





Eleanora Robbins 
<norrierobbins@cox.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Eleanora Robbins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eleanora Robbins
11017 Via Merida
La Mesa, CA 91941-7381





Eleanora Tevis 
<eleanoratevis@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Eleanora Tevis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eleanora Tevis
120 E 30th St
New York, NY 10016-7303





Elen Kentnor 
<elen@kentnor.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Elen 
Kentnor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elen Kentnor
307 Vaughn Loop Rd.
Elgin, AZ 85611





Elena Busani 
<eleartemis@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Elena 
Busani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elena Busani
600 W 239th St
Bronx, NY 10463-1286





Elena Shuvaeva 
<hshuvaeva@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Elena 
Shuvaeva

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elena Shuvaeva
202 Highland Ave
Jenkintown, PA 19046-3103





Elena Solomon 
<solomon6@illinois.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Elena 
Solomon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elena Solomon
702 W Washington St
Urbana, IL 61801-4024





eli leon 
<elileon1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to eli 
leon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. eli leon
5663 Dover St
Oakland, CA 94609-1660





Elin harrington-schreiber 
<eharrington-schreiber
@penberg.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Elin 
harrington-schreiber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Elin harrington-schreiber
400 E 3rd Ave
Denver, CO 80203-4198





Elinor Vega 
<angelzz29@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Elinor 
Vega

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elinor Vega
11544 Arroyo Ave
Hesperia, CA 92345-1942





eliot helman 
<muzungu_x@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to eliot 
helman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. eliot helman
bonview st
SF, CA 94110





Eliot Kaplan 
<eliot@joslan.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Eliot 
Kaplan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eliot Kaplan
8328 Fawn Cres
Blaine, WA 98230-9573





Elisa DeBoer 
<edpintar@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Elisa 
DeBoer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elisa DeBoer
1008 Dauphine Ln
Ballwin, MO 63011-4116





Elisabeth Perlman 
<lisperlman@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elisabeth Perlman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elisabeth Perlman
1315 SE 44th Ave
Portland, OR 97215-2415





Elisabeth Price 
<ejprice@zianet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elisabeth Price

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elisabeth Price
2809 Carolina St NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110-3311





Elisabeth Robson 
<bethfreeman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elisabeth Robson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elisabeth Robson
495 Robinwood Dr NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-1967





Elisabeth Shotwell  
<libby.shotwell@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elisabeth Shotwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elisabeth Shotwell
12303 Braxfield Ct Apt 13
Rockville, MD 20852-2019





Elisabeth Wengronowitz  
<lissawego@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elisabeth Wengronowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elisabeth Wengronowitz
602 S Mitchell Ave
Arlington Heights, IL 60005-2516





Elise de Doncker 
<elise.dedoncker@wmic
h.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Elise 
de Doncker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elise de Doncker
3208 Winchell Ave
Kalamazoo, MI 49008-2194





Elise Margulis 
<elisemar@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Elise 
Margulis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elise Margulis
13 Longview Rd
Livingston, NJ 07039-3621





Elise Tollner 
<ldavtoll@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Elise 
Tollner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elise Tollner
12 Charles St Apt 5c
New York, NY 10014-3050





Elizabeth Abrantes 
<shorty91581@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Abrantes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Abrantes
11 Chamberlin Drive
Cambridge, ON N1T 1L8





Elizabeth Alexander 
<elalex212@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Alexander
455 n. crescent heights blvd.
Glenwood Springs, CO 81602





Elizabeth Allancorte  
<eallancorte@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Allancorte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Allancorte
5388 Swarthmore St
La Mesa, CA 91942-1770





Elizabeth Anderson 
<libby@painterhill.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Anderson
209 Forks Hill Rd
Montrose, PA 18801-8292





Elizabeth 
Archodominion 
<elight5@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Archodominion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Archodominion
13315 SE 57th St
Bellevue, WA 98006-4105





Elizabeth Bauman 
<elizabethbauman@ma
c.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Bauman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Bauman
5806 Waring Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90038-3884





Elizabeth Carey 
<mslizzvc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Carey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Carey
1106 E Fairview Ln
Montesano, WA 98563-2036





elizabeth carlin 
<bacarlin@svn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
elizabeth carlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. elizabeth carlin
PO Box 750
Point Reyes Station, CA 94956-0750





elizabeth cook 
<yocandra42@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
elizabeth cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. elizabeth cook
713 Fairlawn Dr
Gretna, LA 70056-4101





Elizabeth Cori-Jones 
<dixieraincrow@me.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Cori-Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

My own personal 2 cents worth: The laws that exist today, the ones that
protect air and water quality and the plants and animals that are
interconnected and critical to our healthy, life-sustaining
ecosystems, came only after long and hard-won battles against corporate
interests in their personal profit.  Are we now expected to just roll
over and let this NiSource corporation undo all our past work? Why are
outfits like this so ignorant of the good science so instrumental to



our survival on this finite planet? Fish and Wildlife, do your job:
manage these natural resources wisely, and do not approve this
outrageous undertaking.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Cori-Jones
724 SW 21st Ave
Gainesville, FL 32601-8490



Elizabeth Cotton 
<ejcotton@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Cotton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Cotton
Crest Dr.
Encinitas, CA 92024





Elizabeth Darovic 
<em_darovic@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Darovic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Darovic
31923 Birchwood Dr
Lake Elsinore, CA 92532-2623





Elizabeth Evelyn 
<etwo4788@escapees.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Evelyn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Evelyn
3590 Roundbottom Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45244-3026





Elizabeth Fleming 
<efleming@defenders.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Fleming

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Fleming
4560 Overlook Dr NE Apt 272
St Petersburg, FL 33703-4363





Elizabeth Frame 
<elizabethframe@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Frame

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Frame
33 s boulder cir#316
Portland, OR 97206





Elizabeth Gilliam 
<eliza119@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Gilliam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Gilliam
2330 Roswell Ave Apt I
Charlotte, NC 28207-2775





Elizabeth Goodwin 
<gdplusgd@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Goodwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Goodwin
2062 Vine St
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3928





Elizabeth Grainger 
<eavgrainger@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Grainger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Grainger
1688 Lynoak Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-3225





Elizabeth Guise 
<elizabeth@secretweap
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Guise

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Guise
11965 Montana Ave Apt 13
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5039





Elizabeth Hernandez 
<nikiscupcakes@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Hernandez
136 E Alru St
Rialto, CA 92376-7002





Elizabeth Jackson 
<lszat_2000@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Jackson
50 US Rte 1
Robbinston, ME 04671-3013





Elizabeth Johnson 
<lizatdans@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Johnson
908 Fillmore St
Albany, CA 94706-1524





Elizabeth MacNeil  
<macneil2@attglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth MacNeil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth MacNeil
530 S Henderson Rd
# 1
King of Prussia, PA 19406-4210





Elizabeth Mager 
<bmager@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Mager

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Mager
870 Hollow Rd
Phoenixville, PA 19460-1131





Elizabeth Manley 
<emanley@nc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Manley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Manley
PO Box 522
Southern Pines, NC 28388-0522





Elizabeth Matteson 
<ematt41@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Matteson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Matteson
4591 Southwestern Blvd Apt Ee3
Hamburg, NY 14075-7701





Elizabeth Meyer 
<emeyerfl@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Meyer
1520 Gulf Blvd Apt 1004
Clearwater, FL 33767-2956





Elizabeth Morelli  
<emor518448@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Morelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Morelli
1669 Saint Andrews Dr
Oakmont, PA 15139-1051





Elizabeth Morgan 
<emorgan13@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Morgan
810 Chapel Hill Rd
Charlottesville, VA 22901-1829





Elizabeth Murphy 
<easmurphy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Murphy
3741 NE 29th Ave
Lighthouse Point, FL 33064-8415





Elizabeth Murray 
<eamkcc@mail.missouri
.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Murray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Murray
491 Cuming St
Omaha, NE 68132





Elizabeth Nelson 
<bettenelson@clearwire
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Nelson
1219 SW 126th St Apt 1
Burien, WA 98146-3049





Elizabeth Offutt  
<spch@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Offutt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Offutt
2820 N Highland Ave
Tucson, AZ 85719-2635





Elizabeth Oranges 
<water_goddess64@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Oranges

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Oranges
2939 Banyan Ln
Lake Park, FL 33403-1308





Elizabeth Peterson 
<bassaxhorn@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Peterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Peterson
1125 N 55th St
Lincoln, NE 68504-3205





Elizabeth Raybee 
<eray@eraybeemosaics
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Raybee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Raybee
12773 Pine Ave
Potter Valley, CA 95469-9708





Elizabeth Rotter 
<neff@belgravehouse.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Rotter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Rotter
190 Belgrave Aenue
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-4228





Elizabeth Saveri 
<esaver@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Saveri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Saveri
1163 Heather Sq
Pasadena, CA 91104-3708





Elizabeth Schwartz 
<schwartzelizabeth@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Schwartz
1604 NE Saratoga St
Portland, OR 97211-4730





Elizabeth Smith 
<bettyandprestonsmith
@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Smith
607 E 27th St
Bryan, TX 77803-7015





Elizabeth Spanbauer 
<dizzylizzo@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Spanbauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Spanbauer
4933 Ormand Beach Ct
Oshkosh, WI 54904-9342





Elizabeth Sutherland 
<lizsutherland@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Sutherland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Sutherland
1023 Vallejo St
San Francisco, CA 94133-3609





Elizabeth Swain 
<lizswain1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Swain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Swain
5286 College View Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90041-1147





Elizabeth Wagner 
<betty.nell105@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Wagner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Wagner
830 W 40th St Apt 105
Baltimore, MD 21211-2121





Elizabeth Watts 
<elizabeth.watts@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Watts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Watts
16 Starks Pl
Lynbrook, NY 11563-4025





Elizabeth Werner 
<werner.beth@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Werner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Werner
250 Dry Creek Ln
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-9287





Elizabeth Werner 
<libby@whitespacecg.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Werner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Werner
2 N Hill Ct
Columbia, SC 29223-7034





Elizabeth Zenker 
<eazenker@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Elizabeth Zenker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Zenker
1375 Sunset Ave
Arcata, CA 95521-5345





Elka Zwick 
<ahava65@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Elka 
Zwick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elka Zwick
7874 9th Ave S
St Petersburg, FL 33707-2731





Ella Melik 
<ella.melik@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ella 
Melik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits that affect endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or many other factors. Moreover,
the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one is approved without
adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then other
corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
large in scale and puts too many endangered species at risk for too
many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ella Melik
PO Box 866
Moxee, WA 98936-0866



Ella Neely 
<le8687@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ella 
Neely

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ella Neely
83 Powell Rd
Jackson, TN 38301-9610





Ellen Adler 
<egla1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Adler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Adler
6109 Shadow Lake Dr
Toledo, OH 43623-2587





Ellen Anderson 
<crisj@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Anderson
88 Artists Pl
Carbondale, IL 62903-8300





Ellen Atkinson 
<ellenatkinson24@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Atkinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Atkinson
207 Arnett Blvd
Danville, VA 24540-3423





Ellen Bardo 
<ellen.bardo@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Bardo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Ellen Bardo
6922 State Route 405
Muncy, PA 17756-6349





Ellen Beschler 
<thatbeschlerwoman@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Beschler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellen Beschler
5 E 51st St Apt 4b
New York, NY 10022-5912





Ellen Dryer 
<trazom2@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Dryer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ellen Dryer
337 Fieldcrest Ln
Loveland, OH 45140-8885





Ellen Eckerle 
<elmecdp@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Eckerle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Eckerle
11 Boardwalk St
Fort Thomas, KY 41075-1426





Ellen Garnett 
<egarnett@sc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Garnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellen Garnett
2325 Island Trl
Chapin, SC 29036-8630





Ellen Gerardis 
<e_gerardis@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Gerardis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Gerardis
7571 Hempstead Ave
Goleta, CA 93117-1933





Ellen Heitman 
<ellendh11@frontier.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Heitman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellen Heitman
800 Grove St
Mauston, WI 53948-1606





Ellen Hogan 
<ellenhogan@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Hogan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Hogan
6560 Forest View Rd
Roanoke, VA 24018-7626





Ellen Jahos 
<echaladoff@ne.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Jahos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Jahos
PO Box 891
Alstead, NH 03602-0891





Ellen Kenney 
<ellendar@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Kenney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellen Kenney
1223 S 13th St
Philadelphia, PA 19147-4502





Ellen Lockwood 
<eflockwood@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Lockwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Lockwood
11558 Spicewood Pkwy Apt 11
Austin, TX 78750-2646





Ellen Martin 
<ellenamartin@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Martin
7755 Gilespie St
Las Vegas, NV 89123-1721





Ellen Mendelsohn 
<ejmendelsohn@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Mendelsohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Mendelsohn
183 Bergen Ave
New Milford, NJ 07646-2805





Ellen Patrick 
<egromorick@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Patrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellen Patrick
15231 Delaware Rd SW
Newcomerstown, OH 43832-9007





Ellen Popodi 
<epopodi@indiana.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Popodi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Popodi
8490 S Fairfax Rd
Bloomington, IN 47401-9043





ellen ristow 
<ellenristow@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to ellen 
ristow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. ellen ristow
2915 Jackson St
La Crosse, WI 54601-6077





Ellen Seidel 
<elnseidel@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Seidel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Seidel
4929 S 233rd Pl
Kent, WA 98032-6446





Ellen Sennewald 
<sennewa2000@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Sennewald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Sennewald
7443A Stockton Ave.
El Cerrito, CA 94530





Ellen Weiss 
<elleweis@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Weiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ellen Weiss
5775 W 29th St
Greeley, CO 80634-8334





Ellen Zhang 
<ezhang@law.pace.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ellen 
Zhang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Zhang
13389 SW Ascension Dr
Tigard, OR 97223-5683





Elliot Midwood 
<emidwood@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Elliot 
Midwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elliot Midwood
11124 Sunshine Ter
Studio City, CA 91604-3118





Ellyn Sutton 
<ellynsutton@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ellyn 
Sutton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellyn Sutton
PO Box 18754
Spokane, WA 99228-0754





Eloise Swenson 
<eloise.swenson@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Eloise 
Swenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eloise Swenson
30 Valley View Rd
Brookfield, CT 06804-2315





Elsie Cushing 
<cushingve@frontiernet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Elsie 
Cushing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elsie Cushing
1497 Waterwells Rd
Alfred Station, NY 14803-9794





Elsie Zeese 
<ejzeese@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Elsie 
Zeese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elsie Zeese
20 E 13th St
Huntington Station, NY 11746-2405





Elson Boles 
<boles@azu-boles.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Elson 
Boles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elson Boles
1015 Balfour St
Midland, MI 48640-3327





Elton Gissendanner 
<buddyejg@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Elton 
Gissendanner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elton Gissendanner
914 N Baylen St
Pensacola, FL 32501-3110





Elvis Burgos 
<mmartinez247@nyc.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Elvis 
Burgos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elvis Burgos
173 Ludlow St Apt 1c
New York, NY 10002-1557





Elyse Ashton 
<marquisea@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Elyse 
Ashton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elyse Ashton
8998 Norma Pl
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4819





Elyse Coulson 
<gardenspirit2@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Elyse 
Coulson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elyse Coulson
5451 Brosche Rd
Orlando, FL 32807-1711





Elyse Levy 
<levye216@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Elyse 
Levy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elyse Levy
4550 W Point Loma Blvd
San Diego, CA 92107-1242





Emanuel Schongut 
<eschongut@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Emanuel Schongut

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Emanuel Schongut
2855 Bush St # 302
San Francisco, CA 94115-2946





Emerald DuCoeur 
<bijousong@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Emerald DuCoeur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emerald DuCoeur
PO Box 771
Doylestown, PA 18901-0771





Emery Want 
<voldearag@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Emery Want

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Emery Want
1428 Buffalo Trl
Morristown, TN 37814-4244





Emil Scheller 
<es628@columbia.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Emil 
Scheller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Emil Scheller
1530 Palisade Ave
Fort Lee, NJ 07024-5471





emile combe 
<emile@worldaccessnet
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to emile 
combe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. emile combe
13002 NE 5th St
Vancouver, WA 98684-0808





Emily Barrett 
<esb1102@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Barrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Emily Barrett
257 Oxford St
Hartford, CT 06105-2249





Emily Collins 
<emilysc@frontiernet.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Collins
2102 Michael Ave
Petersburg, WV 26847-9465





Emily Doutre 
<edoutre@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Doutre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Doutre
443 17th St Apt 3r
Brooklyn, NY 11215-6233





Emily Fano 
<satyacaroti@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Fano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Fano
145 W 86th St
New York, NY 10024-3406





Emily Goenner 
<aegoenner@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Goenner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Goenner
9644 100th Ave SE
Clear Lake, MN 55319-4549





Emily Gross 
<gross@pdq.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Gross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Emily Gross
411 W Gaywood Dr
Houston, TX 77079-7213





Emily Hauer 
<mammacat21@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Hauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Emily Hauer
254 Carroll Pkwy
Frederick, MD 21701-4914





Emily Haynes 
<emilyshaynes@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Haynes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Emily Haynes
2825 Bellwood Ave
Bexley, OH 43209-1105





Emily Lee 
<emilylee1919@me.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Lee
404 S 3rd St
Belen, NM 87002-4421





Emily Palin 
<hamirox1024@aim.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Palin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Palin

FL





Emily Platt 
<platte@ohsu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Platt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Platt
2808 SE 18th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-2221





Emily Rugel 
<madellne@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Rugel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Rugel
230 Rhode Island Ave NE
Washington, DC 20002-6839





Emily Smith 
<emerin@rocketmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Emily Smith

CA





Emily Stuart 
<etstuart@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Stuart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Stuart
1544 W Arthur Ave Apt 2
Chicago, IL 60626-4925





Emily West 
<edleswiss@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
West

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Emily West
1850 Ionic Dr Apt E
Lafayette, CO 80026-1315





Emily Yuan 
<yuanem@umich.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Emily 
Yuan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Yuan

Ann Arbor, MI 48105-3405





Emma Cueto 
<ecueto@uchicago.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Emma Cueto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emma Cueto
5514 S University Ave
Chicago, IL 60637-1522





Emma Radke 
<emmers2013@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Emma Radke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emma Radke
1115 14th Ave SE Apt 14
Minneapolis, MN 55414-2337





Emma Van Scoy 
<emma.vanscoy@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Emma Van Scoy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emma Van Scoy
396 Loudville Rd
Easthampton, MA 01027-9756





Enoch Smith 
<captainrotmeat@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Enoch 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Enoch Smith
405 S 1300 E Apt B1
Salt Lake City, UT 84102-3226





Ephrosine Daniggelis 
<ephro@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ephrosine Daniggelis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ephrosine Daniggelis
2002 Hunnewell St
Honolulu, HI 96822-2182





Eric Amundrud 
<eric_amundrud@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Amundrud

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Amundrud
1429 35th Ave N
St Petersburg, FL 33704-1858





Eric Baratta 
<ericbaratta@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Baratta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Regarding NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several deep concerns about and requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Additionally,  50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. This is, frankly, outrageous. It is impossible for
either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or
other threats to species, may be decades from now. It is inappropriate
to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half
a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat
loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that
NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and
unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the
HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be
done right. This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy
infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of geographic
and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis
and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

There is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved
as is. Please slow down this process and construct a plan that protects
critical habitat resources.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Baratta

Edgewater Park, NJ 08010-1424





Eric Bare 
<trebares@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Bare

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Bare
1010 Powderhouse Rd
Vestal, NY 13850-6317





Eric Benson 
<fallenmitten@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Benson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Benson
1007 S Victor St
Champaign, IL 61821-4807





Eric Bonds 
<eric007bonds@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Bonds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Bonds
PO Box 67836
Phoenix, AZ 85082-7836





Eric Bottomly 
<ebottomly@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Bottomly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Bottomly
PO Box 937
Magdalena, NM 87825-0937





Eric Brooker 
<eric.brooker@us.army.
mil>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Brooker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Brooker
319 Megans Bay Ln
Charleston, SC 29492-8512





Eric Burr 
<burrski@methownet.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Burr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Burr
585 Lost River Rd
Mazama, WA 98833-9734





Eric Carrasco 
<ericcarrasco@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Carrasco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Carrasco
8260 NW 14th St
Doral, FL 33126-1501





Eric Devezin 
<ericdevezin@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Devezin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Devezin
20609 Hartland St
Winnetka, CA 91306-3837





Eric Fritz 
<fritz12@suddenlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Fritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Fritz
314 Channel Run Dr
New Bern, NC 28562-8937





"Eric G. Ramstrom" 
<eramstrom@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to "Eric 
G. Ramstrom"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric G. Ramstrom
2451 Castlewood Dr
Redding, CA 96002-5125





Eric Hart 
<elan-vital@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Hart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Hart



Eric Hensgen 
<ehensgen@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Hensgen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Hensgen
4632 W Lamb Ave
Tampa, FL 33629-7633





Eric Hoyer 
<ehoyer@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Hoyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Hoyer
704 NW Eagle Rdg
Lees Summit, MO 64081-4005





Eric Jorgensen 
<eric38gto@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Jorgensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Jorgensen
1714 Hibbard St
Alameda, CA 94501-1230





Eric Kosse 
<erickosse@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Kosse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Kosse
838 Greenwich St Apt 2d
New York, NY 10014-1555





Eric LeBlanc 
<diggingorganics@eco
mail.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
LeBlanc

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric LeBlanc
PO Box 312
Bristol, VT 05443-0312





Eric Lemons 
<eklemons@earthlink.n
et>

11/17/2011 09:42 PM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Attention:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:

Please treat this as an anonymous comment and do not publish any 
personal identifying information

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the 
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big 
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect 
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate 
species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically 
and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. 
It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of 
the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be decades from now. It is 
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered 
species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status 
of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further 
habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that 
NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and 
unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the 
HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

NiSource will argue that the pipeline is a long term investment and requires 
at least 50 years protection from endangered species limitations.  While 
this business perspective is understandable, it ignores United States' 
stated goal to preserve our endangered species.  The FWS should be 
working with them to identify impacted species on a case by case basis in  
ecologically cohesive geographic areas.  NiSource should be proposing 
ways to mitigate impact on the environment and endangered species.  The 



FWS should be demanding a catastrophic failure mitigation, emergency 
response plan and necessary response infrastructure.  For example 
automatic cut-off valves, remote leak and pressure fluctuation detection, 
and remote cut-off if automatic cut-off fails.  NiSource should be required to 
have an escrow reserve or insurance coverage to cover repair , clean-up, 
and environment restoration to an ecologically sound state.   Infrastructure 
construction companies frequently form limited liability corporations for the 
projects with little or no assets and then transfer the completed 
infrastructure to another entity for management with complete release of  
liability.  Ongoing ownership of liability needs to be clear and the assets or 
insurance to cover those liabilities needs to be required.

If the pipeline falls into disuse the FWS needs to require that it be removed 
and the land restored to its original condition on all federal lands.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to 
be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy 
infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of geographic and 
temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and 
protective measures for species, then other corporations will be 
emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and 
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be 
approved as is.

Please take your responsibility to ensure the protection of our endangered 
species seriously and ensure that our grand children's grand children get to 
enjoy our wild lands and the wonderful species diversity.

Thank you.

-- 

Tuning Business Through People, Process and Technology.



Eric Lewis 
<elewis92@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Lewis
4731 Foxshire Cir
Tampa, FL 33624-4307





Eric Lind 
<ericlind@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Lind

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Lind
31 Ward Rd
Sudbury, MA 01776-1607





Eric Mc Allister  
<gogaia@live.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Mc Allister

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Mc Allister
74 Boul Saint-Raymond
Gatineau, QC J8Y 1S2





Eric Mohn 
<e.mohn@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Mohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Mohn
878 S Oneida St
Denver, CO 80224-1733





Eric Perry 
<dan1ninfan@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Perry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Perry
439 Township Road 206 S
Proctorville, OH 45669-8268





Eric Potter 
<pachy_boy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Potter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Potter
61 Harrison Rd E
West Chester, PA 19380-6749





Eric Refvik 
<refvik2@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Refvik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Refvik
14 Ascot Cir
Schaumburg, IL 60194-3678





Eric Rose 
<erose50@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Rose
221 10th St
Troy, NY 12180-2927





Eric Singer 
<d2@ericsinger.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Singer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Singer
6623 Dalzell Pl
Pittsburgh, PA 15217-1441





Eric Sletteland 
<esletteland@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Sletteland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Sletteland
98 Irwin Pl
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648-3902





Eric Vance 
<emoons@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Vance

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Vance
8022 N 32nd Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85051-6214





Eric Von Wettberg 
<ebishopv@fiu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Eric 
Von Wettberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eric Von Wettberg
11200 SW 8th St
Miami, FL 33199-0001





Eric West 
<eagleyachts@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Eric 
West

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric West
1401 S Palmetto Ave Apt 112
Daytona Beach, FL 32114-6100





Erica Delak 
<e_delak@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Erica 
Delak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Erica Delak
199 Prospector Rd
Aspen, CO 81611-4306





Erica Gulseth 
<egulseth@earthjustice.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Erica 
Gulseth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erica Gulseth
1170 Fell St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2315





Erica Heymann 
<heyrica@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Erica 
Heymann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erica Heymann
100 Van Cortlandt Park S
Bronx, NY 10463-2808





Erica Wohlers 
<h-proud@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Erica 
Wohlers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erica Wohlers
6511 45th St W
Tacoma, WA 98466-5648





Erick weber 
<lachopstick@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Erick 
weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erick weber
15640 Freeman Ave
Lawndale, CA 90260-2601





Erik den Breejen 
<erik.denbreejen@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Erik 
den Breejen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik den Breejen

Brooklyn, NY 11211-5466





Erik Hitchcock 
<erikhitchcock@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Erik 
Hitchcock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Hitchcock
4104 W Daniel Ave
Bloomington, IN 47403-1806





Erik Husoe 
<erik@husoe.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Erik 
Husoe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Husoe
33642 Valle Rd
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-4812





Erik Sandsmark 
<etsandsm@eagle.fgcu.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Erik 
Sandsmark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Sandsmark
4531 Orange Grove Blvd
North Fort Myers, FL 33903-4527





Erik Schnabel 
<erikschnabel@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Erik 
Schnabel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Schnabel
229 Dore St
San Francisco, CA 94103-4307





Erik Stayton 
<erikstayton@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Erik 
Stayton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Stayton
16 Holly Ln
Ashland, MA 01721-1314





Erik Swenson 
<swense@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Erik 
Swenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Swenson
82 2nd Ave
Raritan, NJ 08869-1526





Erika Almeida 
<e77almeida@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Erika 
Almeida

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erika Almeida
661 Aragona Blvd
Virginia Beach, VA 23462-2146





Erika Anderson 
<lanternjawfrog@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Erika 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erika Anderson
PO Box 398
Enumclaw, WA 98022-0398





Erika DeCarlo 
<erikaed@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Erika 
DeCarlo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erika DeCarlo
3134 Timber Hill Ln
Aurora, IL 60504-5965





Erika Hartman 
<erika_hartman@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Erika 
Hartman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erika Hartman
8404a Summerdale Rd
San Diego, CA 92126-5403





Erika Mohos 
<emmohos@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Erika 
Mohos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Erika Mohos
40 Pheasant Hill Rd
Princeton, NJ 08540-7502





Erika Schiegg 
<erikaschiegg@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Erika 
Schiegg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erika Schiegg
4914 Regal Blf
Mesquite, TX 75150-3194





"Erika T." 
<sassy_soprano617_74
@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "Erika 
T."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Erika T.
PO Box 2313
Rolla, MO 65402-2313





Erin Bolen 
<my2badcats@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Bolen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erin Bolen
4949 Windingbrook Trl
Wesley Chapel, FL 33544-7484





Erin Clendening 
<eclendening@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Clendening

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Clendening
10807 El Toro Dr
Riverview, FL 33569-7257





Erin Cozart 
<jasmine2583@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Cozart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Erin Cozart
5009 McDade Dr
Austin, TX 78735-6395





Erin Dinwiddie 
<jaenelle_askavi@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Dinwiddie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Dinwiddie
14971 Norton St
San Leandro, CA 94579-1407





erin garcia 
<airingrc2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to erin 
garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. erin garcia
14924 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3414





Erin Gilligan 
<erin.gilligan@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Gilligan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Erin Gilligan
1211 Vinings Pkwy SE
Smyrna, GA 30080-3914





Erin Halleran 
<erinhalleran@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Halleran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Halleran
207 E Duke of Gloucester St
Williamsburg, VA 23185-4253





Erin Hancock 
<mtndewgyrl@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Hancock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Hancock
5961 S Wilson Hill Rd
Mill Spring, NC 28756-7744





Erin johnston 
<erin@howyoufeel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Erin 
johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin johnston
2342 Ridge Ave
Evanston, IL 60201-2600





Erin Lynch 
<elynch@rpa.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Lynch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Lynch
1175 Amherst Ave
Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5872





Erin Madson 
<asclepias54@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Madson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Erin Madson
4747 Maple Way
Cheyenne, WY 82009-5228





Erin McRae 
<mcrae327@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Erin 
McRae

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species, when no one knows what the status
of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further
habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. There
should not be an allowance made for harming or killing endangered
species.

The NiSource plan is something new, and it should not be approved. This
HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure
projects around the country, both in terms of geographic and temporal
scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and
protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.  If we do not have a healthy environment,
jobs and business profits will not matter in the long run.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk to be approved.  We need
to put health and environmental needs first.  What affects one species
ultimately affects us all.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erin McRae
8112 Sebastapol Cv
Austin, TX 78726-1703





Erin Moore 
<epmoore28@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Erin 
Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Erin Moore
32 W Erie St
Albany, NY 12208-2427





erin nelson 
<eenelson@rocketmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to erin 
nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. erin nelson
114 Newport St
Arlington, MA 02476-7802





Ernestina Short 
<shortcuts@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ernestina Short

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ernestina Short
2363 Cook Rd
Imperial, MO 63052-3801





"Ernesto Franco Jr ." 
<ernie9568@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Ernesto Franco Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernesto Franco Jr.
200 W 105th St Apt 4a
New York, NY 10025-3987





Ernie Looney 
<earthling109@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ernie 
Looney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernie Looney
PO Box 800302
Santa Clarita, CA 91380-0302





Ernst Bauer 
<ernst.bauer@asu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Ernst 
Bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ernst Bauer
11581 S 28th Ave
Laveen, AZ 85339-1736





"Erwin F. Sawall Jr." 
<edsawall@frontiernet.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "Erwin 
F. Sawall Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erwin F. Sawall Jr.
3351 Holland Loop Rd
Cave Junction, OR 97523-9618





Erzsebet Osz 
<erzsebetosz@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Erzsebet Osz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erzsebet Osz
8119 Crebs Ave
Reseda, CA 91335-1204





Estelle GIBSON 
<sailingeclipse@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Estelle GIBSON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Estelle GIBSON
4551 Crown Mill Ct
Martinez, GA 30907-9442





Esther A 
<palinc2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Esther A

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Esther A
984 N Butternut Cir
Frankfort, IL 60423-2106





Esther Racoosin 
<elr605@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Esther Racoosin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Esther Racoosin
112 Roat St
Ithaca, NY 14850-2755





Esther Weaver 
<edw200@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Esther Weaver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Esther Weaver
47 Hawleys Corners Rd
Highland, NY 12528-2716





esward slack 
<eslack@simpletruthpub
lishing.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
esward slack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. esward slack
2311 Selma Ave
Nashville, TN 37214-2110





Ethan Retherford 
<gnarlyexpeditioner@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ethan 
Retherford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ethan Retherford
1435 Dean St Apt 7
Eureka, CA 95501-1370





Ethel Rehm 
<rehm1@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ethel 
Rehm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ethel Rehm
1217 Anza Ave
Vista, CA 92084-3803





Ethel Schwartz Bock 
<esbock@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ethel 
Schwartz Bock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ethel Schwartz Bock
11 Riverside Dr
New York, NY 10023-2504





Etsuyo Choi 
<etsuyo@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Etsuyo Choi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Etsuyo Choi
1714 Michaux Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-7636





Ettus Hiatt 
<emhiatt@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ettus 
Hiatt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  I am 85 years old and have done my
best to protect the land and creatures that live on it for as many
years as I could.  There are too many animals involved in what you want
to do and if you were able to do it you are asking for to much time.
Fifty years is too long.  Please leave something for our descendants to
see and enjoy; don't destroy all of it .

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mrs. Ettus Hiatt
14 Hedgewood Ln
Ballwin, MO 63011-4016



Eugene Cahill 
<thegenelantern@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Eugene Cahill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Cahill
224 Pine St
Hackettstown, NJ 07840-1710





Eugene Elander 
<eelanders@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Eugene Elander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eugene Elander
232 Wahsega Way
Dahlonega, GA 30533-6903





Eugene Kiver 
<froghollow@sisna.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Eugene Kiver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eugene Kiver
4210 Tyler Way
Anacortes, WA 98221-3244





Eugene Woehler 
<eewoehler@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Eugene Woehler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Woehler
825 Cabot Ln
Madison, WI 53711-2849





Eugenia Renskoff 
<haedo1881@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Eugenia Renskoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eugenia Renskoff
338 Berry St
Brooklyn, NY 11249-5176





Eva Kronen 
<evachava@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Eva 
Kronen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Eva Kronen
1808 Brentwood Ave
Eugene, OR 97404-2111





Evalinda Walrack 
<pup1mama@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Evalinda Walrack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Evalinda Walrack
121 B Arroyo Calabasa
Laramie, WY 82070





Evaliz Harrison 
<eva0503@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Evaliz 
Harrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Evaliz Harrison
1130 N Linwood Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46201-2719





Evamarie Oglander 
<evasart@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Evamarie Oglander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Evamarie Oglander
6007 Asberry Ct
Nashville, TN 37221-4303





Evan Hurd 
<e@evanhurd.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Evan 
Hurd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Evan Hurd
845 Radcliffe Ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3511





Evan Lindorff-Ellery 
<thecoloroflight@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Evan 
Lindorff-Ellery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Evan Lindorff-Ellery
382 Old Farm Rd
Shrewsbury, VT 05738-9454





Eve Duddy 
<egduddy@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Eve 
Duddy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eve Duddy
26942 Calle Verano
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624-1624





Eve McNamara 
<eden123@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Eve 
McNamara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eve McNamara
51 Aspen Dr
North Brunswick, NJ 08902-1051





Evelyn Chorush 
<chorush1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Chorush

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evelyn Chorush
809 Branard St
Houston, TX 77006-4913





evelyn dominguez 
<egnelson21@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
evelyn dominguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. evelyn dominguez
3368 Barbaray Way
Holland, MI 49424-9382





Evelyn Goodman 
<drevelyn@anxietyrecov
ery.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Goodman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Goodman
12313 Havelock Ave
Culver City, CA 90230-5935





Evelyn Greenwald 
<hgreenwa@calpoly.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Greenwald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evelyn Greenwald
3428 Sequoia Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6026





Evelyn Hayhurst 
<lilyluna5@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Hayhurst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Evelyn Hayhurst
2124 Sisters Ave
Naperville, IL 60564-4395





Evelyn Regan 
<evelynpeter@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Regan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evelyn Regan
3 Greenway Dr
Syosset, NY 11791-3610





Evelyn Verrill  
<verrill@commspeed.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Verrill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evelyn Verrill
1155 Fawn Ln
Prescott, AZ 86305-7402





Evelyn Zerin 
<btrfly21@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Evelyn Zerin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

FIRST =  The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply TOO BIG
TO BE DONE "RIGHT". Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres,
in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor,
and may affect approximately 100 FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED,
THREATENED, and CANDIDATE SPECIES. The plan needs to be partitioned
into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

SECOND, 50 YEARS == FIVE (5) DECADES == is far TOO LONG for permits to
"take" endangered species. It is IMPOSSIBLE for either
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other
threats to species, may be decades from now. It is INAPPROPRIATE to
grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half a
century into the future = NO ONE knows what the status of those species
may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a
whole host of other factors.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply INADEQUATE.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope.

"IF" this one gets approved WITHOUT ADEQUATE ANALYSIS AND
PROTECTIVE MEASURES FOR SPECIES, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is TOO MUCH AT STAKE and NiSource's "request"
is TOO BIG and PUTS TOO MANY ENDANGERED SPECIES AT RISK FOR TOO MANY
YEARS TO BE APPROVED.

Sincerely,

Ms. Evelyn Zerin
1071 Donegan Rd
Lot 875



Largo, FL 33771-2911



Everett Selof 
<selof@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Everett Selof

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Everett Selof
Norridge
Chicago, IL 60706-1053





Everett Sillers 
<evsillers@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Everett Sillers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Everett Sillers
6339 Frederick Rd
Catonsville, MD 21228-2304





Evette Andersen 
<evette.andersen@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Evette 
Andersen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Evette Andersen
10230 Ridgeview Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4813





Eycke Strickland 
<eycke1@olypen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Eycke 
Strickland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eycke Strickland
613 Cedar Park Dr
Port Angeles, WA 98362-8427





"E.J. Gore" 
<ej_gore@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to "E.J. 
Gore"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

E.J. Gore
514 Grand Canyon Dr
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4079





"E.J. Marquis" 
<ejmarquis@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "E.J. 
Marquis"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. E.J. Marquis
422 Sumner Ave
Sumner, WA 98390-1734





"E.S. SCHLOSS" 
<ess.007@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "E.S. 
SCHLOSS"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. E.S. SCHLOSS
155 E 93rd St Apt 4a
New York, NY 10128-3768





Faith Angel 
<shyruby1@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Faith 
Angel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Faith Angel
Wintergreen Avenue
Central, NJ 08820





Faith Atkinson 
<faith.a@sympatico.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Faith 
Atkinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith Atkinson
239 Second Avenue
Spring Arbor, MI 49283





Faith Conroy 
<faithconroy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Faith 
Conroy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith Conroy
7346 Crannell Dr
Boulder, CO 80303-4618





Faith Denson 
<faiden79@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Faith 
Denson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith Denson
4807 Paulie Ct
West Palm Beach, FL 33415-9145





Faith EARNEST 
<desertflower19562000
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Faith 
EARNEST

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith EARNEST
2625 S West St Lot 78
Wichita, KS 67217-1049





Faith Smith 
<zeldas1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Faith 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith Smith
1322 10th Ave
Beaver Falls, PA 15010-4206





Fann Harding 
<fannharding@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Fann 
Harding

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

This NiSource HCP should be disapproved if conservation is to be
effective!!  Big oil should not be encouraged to expand but rather the
U.S. should be forcefully supporting and expanding green clean energy
resources.

Sincerely,



Dr. Fann Harding
1661 Crescent Pl NW Apt 305
Washington, DC 20009-4066



Farah Esphahani 
<fungifarm@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Farah 
Esphahani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Farah Esphahani
907 C Rhode Pl
Houston, TX 77019





Fay Barrows 
<fayrog2@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Fay 
Barrows

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Fay Barrows
46 W 95th St
New York, NY 10025-6717





Fay Bracken 
<faybracken@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Fay 
Bracken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Fay Bracken
PO Box 1422
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-1422





Fay Forman 
<fayf355@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Fay 
Forman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fay Forman
355 8th Ave
New York, NY 10001-4838





Faye Stapleton 
<fayestapleton@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Faye 
Stapleton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faye Stapleton
Arden Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90004





Felicia Dale 
<felicia@pintndale.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Felicia Dale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. I am against this plan! It seems
completely unworkable and unsafe for all concerned.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Felicia Dale
2321 Fairview Ave E Slip 10
Seattle, WA 98102-3369





Felicia Smith 
<fairyfelicia@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Felicia Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Felicia Smith
2637 Pendleton Rd
Mineral, VA 23117-3913





Felicity Hohenshelt  
<licy75@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Felicity Hohenshelt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Felicity Hohenshelt
11326 Carlsburg Ct
Jacksonville, FL 32246-1392





Felicity Jones 
<imflissy@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Felicity Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Felicity Jones
66 Cherniske Rd
New Milford, CT 06776-4920





Felipe Garcia 
<rangerdave@mynvw.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Felipe 
Garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Felipe Garcia
3573 Via Las Lupes
Oroville, CA 95965-9702





Felix Procacci 
<fprocacci@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Felix 
Procacci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Felix Procacci
1165 Barnes St
Franklin Sq, NY 11010-1639





Fern Wachtel 
<wachfern@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Fern 
Wachtel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Fern Wachtel
355 8th Ave
New York, NY 10001-4838





Ferrell Stein 
<laviolets@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ferrell 
Stein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ferrell Stein
1001 Bernice Ave
Kirkwood, MO 63122-2810





Fidel Arbolaez 
<fsarbolaez@tampabay.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Fidel 
Arbolaez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fidel Arbolaez
5550 Highlands Vista Cir
Lakeland, FL 33812-5217





Fiona Roberts 
<illume@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Fiona 
Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fiona Roberts
10844 Franklin Hills Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89135-1725





Fiona Stuart 
<fionastuart33@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Fiona 
Stuart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fiona Stuart
6111 Estate Nazareth
St Thomas, VI 00802-1103





Flash Silvermoon 
<flashsilvermoon@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Flash 
Silvermoon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Flash Silvermoon
7603 NE 221st St
Melrose, FL 32666-6427





Flor Arellano 
<flordluna.arellano@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Flor 
Arellano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Flor Arellano
657 S Johnson Ave
El Cajon, CA 92020-4918





Flora Tartalone 
<ftartalone@jonesday.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Flora 
Tartalone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Flora Tartalone
2920 Poplar Blvd
Alhambra, CA 91803-1016





Florence alozie 
<floalozie@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Florence alozie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Florence alozie
5723 Rising Sun Ave
Philadelphia, PA 19120-1639





Florence Thompson 
<fethompson@cinci.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Florence Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Florence Thompson
2125 Oxford Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45230-1606





Floyd Back 
<ironman95@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Floyd 
Back

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Floyd Back
2954 Lower Gabriels Creek Rd
Mars Hill, NC 28754-6328





Floyd Lujan 
<floyd_lujan@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Floyd 
Lujan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Floyd Lujan
1316 9th St
PO Box 324
Las Vegas, NM 87701-4038





Fran Divine 
<frandivine@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Fran 
Divine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fran Divine
15 Turtle Rock Ct
New Paltz, NY 12561-1126





fran manushkin 
<franm@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to fran 
manushkin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. fran manushkin
121 E 88th St
New York, NY 10128-1159





Fran Stonebraker 
<fugue67503@mypacks
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Fran 
Stonebraker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fran Stonebraker
427 Burk St Apt 7
Oakland, CA 94610-3535





Fran Wilhelm 
<ocentrolatino@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Fran 
Wilhelm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fran Wilhelm
524 Locust St
Owensboro, KY 42301-2128





Frances Carpenter 
<fbcfrances@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Carpenter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Carpenter
203 S Main St
Providence, RI 02903-2992





Frances Cone 
<fcone@mindspring.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Cone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically, cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I appreciate your sincere consideration of my comments.  I expect to
learn that you have REJECTED NiSource's request at this time and with
the conditions it contains.  Protect our environment and our wildlife.
We did not inherit this Earth from our parents, we are borrowing it
from our children!

Sincerely,



Mrs. Frances Cone
183 Bobcat Dr
Pawleys Island, SC 29585-7526



Frances Gilmore 
<frangil66@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Gilmore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Frances Gilmore
8311 Macarthur Rd
Glenside, PA 19038-7523





Frances Gratz 
<fwgratz@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Gratz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Frances Gratz
330 Central Ave
Needham, MA 02494-1742





Frances Harriman 
<fmrharriman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Harriman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Harriman
PO Box 251
Petersburg, PA 16669-0251





Frances Joceleyn 
<jefran1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Joceleyn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Joceleyn
6513 Deer Park Rd
Reisterstown, MD 21136-5914





frances koch 
<flkoch@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
frances koch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. frances koch
47 Eiseman Ave
Buffalo, NY 14217-1617





Frances Mead 
<lycett8@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Mead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

We all know that these projects are toxic & deleterious to the
health of living things, so it makes sense to shut them all down as
soon as possible & cease licensing new projects.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Mead
3953 S Americus St



Seattle, WA 98118-1639



Frances Melott 
<sjmelott@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Melott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Frances Melott



Frances Moyer 
<frankie44@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Moyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Frances Moyer
1166 SW Mulvane St
Topeka, KS 66604-1457





Frances Nowve 
<nowve666@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Nowve

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Nowve
2925 Ellis St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2144





Frances Smith 
<fzareh-smith@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Smith
313 S Akeley Dr
Glendora, CA 91741-3722





Frances Stobbs 
<wstobbs@tampabay.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Frances Stobbs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Frances Stobbs
4375 Mallard Lake Dr
Brooksville, FL 34609-0323





Francesca Massarotto  
<fatpetsarebetter@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Francesca Massarotto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Francesca Massarotto
1026 S Valinda Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-5359





Francine Morgano 
<fmorgano@san.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Francine Morgano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Francine Morgano
5050 La Jolla Blvd Apt 2e
San Diego, CA 92109-1708





Francis Balluff  
<fballuff@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Francis Balluff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Balluff
166 Sylvia Ave
Milpitas, CA 95035-5235





francis minarik 
<fminarik@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
francis minarik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. francis minarik
452 W 47th St Apt 1b
New York, NY 10036-2372





Francis Schilling 
<quarlo@vailaz.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Francis Schilling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Schilling
11651 S Lava Peak Ave
Vail, AZ 85641-6177





Francis Slider 
<fslider@frontier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Francis Slider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Slider
RR 1 Box 163a2
Middlebourne, WV 26149-9774





Francisco de Tavira  
<franciscodetavira@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Francisco de Tavira

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francisco de Tavira
FUENTE DE LA LUNA 11
MEXICO CITY, VI 52998





Frank Cox 
<frnkcox6@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Cox
1946 Las Gallinas Ave
San Rafael, CA 94903-1740





Frank Davis 
<f_mo_d@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Davis
1005 Jerome Ave Apt B52
Bronx, NY 10452-5723





Frank Freitas 
<f_freitas@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Freitas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Freitas
2066 Donald Dr
Moraga, CA 94556-1402





Frank Hample 
<fhample351@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Hample

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Hample
100 Sand Hill Rd
Somerville, ME 04348-3029





Frank Herda 
<fherda@herda.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Herda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Herda
6982 Maplewood Rd
Parma Heights, OH 44130-3720





Frank Herlihy 
<fherlihy@nycap.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Herlihy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Herlihy
25 Lexington Ave
Glens Falls, NY 12801-2313





Frank Kampas 
<fkampas@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Kampas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Frank Kampas
1614 E Butler Pike
Ambler, PA 19002-2827





Frank Louvis 
<louvis@coastaltech.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Louvis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Frank Louvis
615 Valley Rd
Montclair, NJ 07043-1403





Frank Parrish 
<pparrish50@windstrea
m.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Parrish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Parrish
1205 W Roanoke Drive Ext
Fitzgerald, GA 31750-8467





Frank Peterson 
<acassiopoeia@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Peterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Peterson
424 W Main St
Waconia, MN 55387-1028





Frank Santangelo 
<v2schnieder@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Santangelo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Santangelo
17 Struyk Ave
Prospect Park, NJ 07508-2230





Frank Spaeth 
<fspaeth1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Spaeth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Spaeth
2114 Sunrise Cir E
Upland, CA 91784-7375





Frank Watson 
<fw111@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Watson
20406 Little Bear Creek Rd
Woodinville, WA 98072-5315





Frank Yantosca 
<frankcopycat@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Frank 
Yantosca

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Yantosca
1501 Guilford Ave
# 304
Baltimore, MD 21202-2837





Franklin Kapustka 
<fjkapustka2@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Franklin Kapustka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Franklin Kapustka
1539 SW 203rd Ave
Aloha, OR 97006-2670





Franklin Stahl 
<fstahl@uoregon.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Franklin Stahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Franklin Stahl
2525 Floral Hill Dr
Eugene, OR 97403-2816





Franz Amador 
<fgamador@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Franz 
Amador

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Franz Amador
4033 NE 57th St
Seattle, WA 98105-2243





Fred Binder 
<febinder@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Binder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Binder
8668 W Quail Ave
Peoria, AZ 85382-3407





Fred Goodsell 
<fgoodsell@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Goodsell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Goodsell
1530 N Rosedale Ave
Ajo, AZ 85321-2519





Fred Greenbaum 
<fgreenbaum@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Greenbaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Fred Greenbaum
75 W End Ave Apt P9i
New York, NY 10023-7872





Fred Kathi 
<paulafredka@peoplepc
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Kathi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Kathi
136 W 14th St
Holland, MI 49423-3305





Fred Pomerantz 
<fredpom@gis.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Pomerantz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Pomerantz
205 Rote Hill Rd
Sheffield, MA 01257-9006





Fred Read 
<readworks@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Read

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Read
538 Boston Rd
Oldfield, MO 65720-9257





Fred Welty 
<fdwelt@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Fred 
Welty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Welty
11630 Butternut Rd
Chardon, OH 44024-9355





Freddie Sykes 
<vandybballfan@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Freddie Sykes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Freddie Sykes
656 Hurricane Loop
Tennessee Ridge, TN 37178-5130





Frederic Bub 
<bubfj@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Frederic Bub

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frederic Bub
4647 192nd St
Flushing, NY 11358-3452





Frederic Kelley 
<hall@hallkelley.biz>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Frederic Kelley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Frederic Kelley
38440 Old Stage Rd
Gualala, CA 95445-8463





Frederick Couch 
<vectoreq@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Frederick Couch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frederick Couch
19852 Summerset Ln
Parker, CO 80138-8085





frederick jessberger  
<fjsbrg@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
frederick jessberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. frederick jessberger
8427 W Glendale Ave Lot 14
Glendale, AZ 85305-2107





Frederick Schmidt  
<fschmidt18@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Frederick Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frederick Schmidt
950 E Illinois Rd
Lake Forest, IL 60045-2408





Frederick Teti  
<fred.troilus@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Frederick Teti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to express several concerns regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First, at 9.8 million acres inhabited by about 100 federally listed
endangered, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is
undefendably big. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long a lifetime for a permit of this
nature. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or
kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no one
knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, or further habitat loss.

Third, honoring NiSource;s plan will set a terrible precedent for other
corporations. Please deny NiSource its permit.

Sincerely,

Frederick Teti
4048 17th St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1903



Fredricka Chambers 
<maidachambers@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Fredricka Chambers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fredricka Chambers
2017 Cherokee Pkwy Apt 24
Louisville, KY 40204-5201





Freya Goldstein 
<goldsteinfreya@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Freya 
Goldstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Freya Goldstein
250 W 104th St
New York, NY 10025-4220





Friday Lubina 
<fridaylu@charter.net>

11/18/2011 08:09 PM

To: <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: See the Halliburton loop-hole at the hands of our previous VP...

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat 
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. 
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a 
mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, 
threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more 
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for 
either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to 
species, may be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm 
or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status 
of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole 
host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to 
account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The 
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This 
HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, 
both in terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate 
analysis and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to 
follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many 
endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved as is. 



Frode Jacobsen 
<frode1@umbc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Frode 
Jacobsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Frode Jacobsen
7721 Paddock Way
Windsor Mill, MD 21244-1292





Fulvio Valsangiacomo 
<rocco_90025@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Fulvio 
Valsangiacomo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fulvio Valsangiacomo
270 N Canon Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-5323





G Allen Daily 
<gadaily@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to G 
Allen Daily

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. G Allen Daily
4119 N 110th St
Wauwatosa, WI 53222-1104





g kaplan 
<life@lifewatchgroup.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to g 
kaplan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. g kaplan

44107





G Liu 
<buh_nana@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to G Liu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. G Liu
7655 Via Cristal Unit 2
San Diego, CA 92129-4679





G M 
<gaby.mayer@shaw.ca
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to G M

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. G M
111
A, WA 11111





G Marie Goden 
<maxibemis@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to G 
Marie Goden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. G Marie Goden
18951 Abby Ave
Euclid, OH 44119-1732





G Nguyen 
<ngdtg@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to G 
Nguyen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. G Nguyen
4315 Farm House Ln
Fairfax, VA 22032-1613





G Savoie 
<giannasavoie@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to G 
Savoie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. G Savoie
613 W Harrison St
Bozeman, MT 59715-5153





Gabriel Gardner 
<gabrielgardner@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gabriel Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabriel Gardner
2631 E Superior St
Duluth, MN 55812-2351





Gabriela Almeida 
<gabriela_al27@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gabriela Almeida

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gabriela Almeida
32 Grandview Ave
North Plainfield, NJ 07060-4123





Gabrielle Granofsky 
<spankys@tampabay.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gabrielle Granofsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gabrielle Granofsky
27150 Soult Rd
Brooksville, FL 34602-5424





Gage Hallhuran 
<gagehallhuran@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gage 
Hallhuran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gage Hallhuran
1520 Fruitland Dr
Bellingham, WA 98226-1201





Gaia Psychology 
<grace@gaiapsychology
.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gaia 
Psychology

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gaia Psychology

MO





Gail Camhi 
<gailcamhi24@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Camhi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Please know my several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done correctly. It now covers 9.8 million acres in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally-listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Camhi
4 Fallen Leaf Way
Novato, CA 94949-6804





GAIL EAGER 
<gmeager@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to GAIL 
EAGER

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. GAIL EAGER
2639 Daisy Ln
Fallbrook, CA 92028-9591





Gail Eatherly 
<gailrenga@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Eatherly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Eatherly
5110 Cathedral Oaks Rd Unit A
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1252





Gail Evans 
<gme53590@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Evans
2056 Muller Rd
Sun Prairie, WI 53590-9638





Gail Grabow 
<grabow@eworld3.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Grabow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Grabow
4610 Bryant Ave S Apt 304
Minneapolis, MN 55419-5369





Gail Knight 
<sunnyknight@mei.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Knight

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Knight
22 White Dove Ln
Palm Coast, FL 32164-7247





Gail Linnerson 
<glinnerkin@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Linnerson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Linnerson
719 9th Ave SE
Minneapolis, MN 55414-1309





Gail Padalino 
<gpadalino@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Padalino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Padalino
3999 NY 150
West Sand Lake, NY 12196





Gail Safrit 
<ghsafrit@triad.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Safrit

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Safrit
120 Beverly Pl
Greensboro, NC 27403-1053





Gail Thibault 
<gbtebo@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Thibault

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Thibault
9572 Smith Rd
Phelan, CA 92371-7456





Gail Tonnessen 
<gtonness@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gail 
Tonnessen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Tonnessen
67 Laurel Rd
Lindenhurst, NY 11757-1704





Gailynn Williamson 
<gailynn@hawaii.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gailynn Williamson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gailynn Williamson
3149 Kahako Pl
Kailua, HI 96734-5903





Gale Rullmann 
<galerullmann@embarq
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gale 
Rullmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gale Rullmann
435 Eagle Stone Rdg
Youngsville, NC 27596-8786





Ganapati Durgadas 
<ganesha@nycap.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Ganapati Durgadas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ganapati Durgadas
261 New Scotland Ave
Apt 2
Albany, NY 12208-3143





Garrett Reichwald 
<garrett_reichwald@me.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Garrett Reichwald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Garrett Reichwald
1442 S Stanley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-3846





Garrett Ryan 
<garrettryan10@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Garrett Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Garrett Ryan
N111w15651 Vienna Ct
Germantown, WI 53022-4059





"Garry M. Doll" 
<gmadoll789@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to "Garry 
M. Doll"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Garry M. Doll
400 Lycoming St Apt 201
Williamsport, PA 17701-4957





Garry Weisman 
<garryweisman@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Garry 
Weisman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Garry Weisman
5638 Benning Dr
Houston, TX 77096-6136





gary a sandle 
<oldfart952@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to gary a 
sandle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. gary a sandle
47 Koladyne Ave
Rochester, NY 14606-3946





Gary Collins 
<garbcollins@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Collins
29 Don Jose Loop
Santa Fe, NM 87508-8671





Gary Cronin 
<gcroninsf@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Cronin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Cronin
2210 Miguel Chavez Rd
Unit 714
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6937





Gary Dolgin 
<gwdolgin@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Dolgin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Dolgin
131 Entrada Dr Apt 14
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1242





Gary Dube 
<gry99@bellatlantic.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Dube

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Dube
112 Garner Ave
Buffalo, NY 14213-1132





Gary Foote 
<visact@rogers.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Foote

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gary Foote
14 Cluster Oak Place
Riverside, CA 92501





Gary Gilardi 
<gary.gilardi@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Gilardi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Gilardi
1132 8th St
Hood River, OR 97031-1917





Gary Gilbert 
<gilbert-4@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Gilbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Gilbert
3521 SW Dolph Ct
Portland, OR 97219-3833





Gary Hardin 
<gary@boulderzen.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Hardin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Hardin
2800 20th St
Boulder, CO 80304-2704





gary hayden 
<phasedin@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to gary 
hayden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. gary hayden
17 Agar Pl
South Hackensack, NJ 07606-1608





Gary Hennemuth 
<memjaychims@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Hennemuth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Hennemuth
1128 Masonic Ave Apt B
San Francisco, CA 94117-2915





"Gary H.S. Strauss" 
<ghss@intrex.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to "Gary 
H.S. Strauss"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gary H.S. Strauss
131 Murdock Dr
Hillsborough, NC 27278-2606





Gary JONES 
<garytjones@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gary 
JONES

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary JONES
2275 Huntington Dr
San Marino, CA 91108-2640





Gary Lane 
<gflane63@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Lane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Lane
4753 Golf Rd
Boynton Beach, FL 33436-7211





Gary Loos 
<gcloos@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Loos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Loos
143 San Acacia Rd
San Acacia, NM 87831-4713





Gary MADOLE 
<madcon80@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
MADOLE

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary MADOLE
2948 Woodland Dr
Edgewater, FL 32141-5520





Gary Magdalik 
<gcm@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Magdalik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Magdalik

WA 98260-9534





Gary Maxwell 
<gmaxwell_447@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Maxwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Maxwell
808 Inverness Way
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-4801





Gary Morgan 
<gary9119@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Morgan
221 C.R. 805A
Cleburne, TX 76031





Gary Nelson 
<largojock@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Nelson
533 5th Se SE
Largo, FL 33771





Gary Nickerson 
<gary@gwntec.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Nickerson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Nickerson
95 Park Ter E Apt 3c
New York, NY 10034-1436





Gary Noren 
<garynoren@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Noren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Noren
790 S Washington St
Saint Croix Falls, WI 54024-9120





Gary Patton 
<gapatton@alumni.stanf
ord.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Patton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the proposed NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big. Currently, it proposes to cover 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long a period for the federal government to
grant permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible
for either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the
pipeline, or other threats to species, may be decades from now. It is
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the
status of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The time
frame for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Patton
131 Dake Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1501





Gary Reese 
<reefster2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Reese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Reese
440 Camino Flora Vis
San Clemente, CA 92673-6900





Gary Schlicht 
<snardman1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gary 
Schlicht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Schlicht
6521 N Michigan Ave
Kansas City, MO 64118-3650





Gary West 
<gawest@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gary 
West

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary West
24 Poplar Dr
Monroe, NY 10950-1015





Gavin Kramer 
<kramer_gavin@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Gavin 
Kramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gavin Kramer
129 Susan Dr
Ewing, NJ 08638-1557





Gavin Ostrom 
<gavin.ostrom@oracle.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gavin 
Ostrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gavin Ostrom
511 Encinal Ave
Roseville, CA 95678-1615





Gayla Reiter 
<gayla@mindspring.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Gayla 
Reiter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayla Reiter
240 Baker St
Benicia, CA 94510-1502





Gayle Larson 
<grl48390@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Gayle 
Larson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle Larson
1973 Meadow Ridge Dr
Commerce Township, MI 48390-2655





Gayle Mills 
<auggieaz3015@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Gayle 
Mills

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gayle Mills
1777 E Superstition Blvd
Apache Junction, AZ 85119-4254





Gayle Stocker 
<gsto3267@fuse.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gayle 
Stocker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gayle Stocker
20239 Alpine Dr
Lawrenceburg, IN 47025-8823





Gaylen Stirton 
<gstirton@gibsondunn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Gaylen Stirton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gaylen Stirton
1319 El Centro Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-1817





Gemma Geluz 
<gemms70@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gemma Geluz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gemma Geluz
2929 Juniper St
Fairfield, CA 94533-1469





Gene Fox 
<harborshire@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Fox
512 11th St
Del Mar, CA 92014-2830





Gene Hassan 
<geneh1313@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Hassan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gene Hassan
1313 Cota Ave
Torrance, CA 90501-2512





Gene Marsh 
<gemmarsh@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Marsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gene Marsh
1102 Chestnut St
Halstead, KS 67056-2317





Gene Masciocchi 
<gene@gripartners.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Masciocchi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gene Masciocchi
300 Plum St Spc 72
Capitola, CA 95010-2219





Gene Mc Govern 
<genehmcg@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Mc Govern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gene Mc Govern
1010 Bartho Ln
Troy, ID 83871-9632





Gene Sengstake 
<zestolincoln@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Sengstake

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

My personal thoughts about NiSource or any other fracking operation
that is in reality ripping our earth apart (yes - go ahead and roll
your eyes if you want - - - ) and now want to hunt any living creatures
along their swath of destruction - is that they can take their
operation and go visit Hades - - -

Sincerely,



Mr. Gene Sengstake
4000 NW 49th St
Lincoln, NE 68524-1101



Gene Zilberstein 
<genia@genia.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Gene 
Zilberstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Zilberstein
3415 SE 9th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-2716





Genevieve Esson 
<gen18@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Genevieve Esson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Genevieve Esson
3238 Walter Ave
Saint Louis, MO 63143-3916





Geoff & Sid Grant 
<grgrant2@tx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Geoff 
& Sid Grant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoff & Sid Grant
2720 Sylvan Way
Mckinney, TX 75070-4049





Geoffrey Garrett  
<ggarrett@worcester.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Geoffrey Garrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Geoffrey Garrett
101 Barry Rd Unit 1262
Worcester, MA 01609-1282





Geoffrey Lawrence 
<jlawrence@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Geoffrey Lawrence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoffrey Lawrence
940 S 12th St
Cottonwood, AZ 86326-4517





Geoffrey Lizotte 
<geoffl@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Geoffrey Lizotte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoffrey Lizotte
15 Bank Rd
Wilmot, NH 03287-4539



Georg Maslar 
<georg84@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Georg 
Maslar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Georg Maslar
PO Box 269
Kensington, MD 20895-0269





George basile 
<gpbasile@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
George basile

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George basile
1304 Midland Ave
Yonkers, NY 10704-1453





George Berreman 
<gberreman@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
George Berreman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Berreman
3700 Dean Dr Unit 507
Ventura, CA 93003-3331





George Bissell 
<n_bissell@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
George Bissell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Bissell
5 Sunset Dr
Dalton, MA 01226-1956





George Connolly 
<geoconno@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
George Connolly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Connolly
454 W 45th St
New York, NY 10036-3513





"George E. Milkowski" 
<gmilkowski@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"George E. Milkowski"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George E. Milkowski
3026 W Chase Ave
Chicago, IL 60645-1124





George Grace 
<gmrnet1@gmrnet.com
>

12/13/2011 05:04 PM
Please respond to 
gmrnet1

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit

I am writing regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permits are too big 
to be done responsibly and in keeping with the spirit of the Endangered 
Species Act. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 
miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and impacts 75 federally listed 
endangered, threatened species. If you include candidate species, that number 
rises to as many as 100. 

If it goes forward, the plan needs to be partitioned into several, more 
geographically and ecologically cohesive units and it needs to factor the 
likely increase in gas drilling in the project area.

Further, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species.  
Neither FWS or NiSource are able to accurately estimate species status 50 
years into the future. Climate change, White Nose Syndrome, and other threats 
require that the plan be re-analyzed at least every decade to have effective 
mitigation.

This plan would almost certainly set a precedent for future decisions and 
needs to be crafted with that in mind. Written as-is it puts too many species 
at risk for far too long to be approved.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

George Grace
3864 Clayton Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027



george graham 
<ggraham607@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
george graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. george graham
54 Woodlawn Ave Apt 107
Chula Vista, CA 91910-1276





George Kontos 
<k1912@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
George Kontos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

George Kontos
430 Alcester Ct
Bolingbrook, IL 60440-2218





George Meyer 
<georgemeyer@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
George Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Meyer
375 S Newport Way
Denver, CO 80224-1319





George Moffatt  
<gmoffattgt@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
George Moffatt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Moffatt
20 Pemberton Ave
Oceanport, NJ 07757-1114





George Post 
<gpp@lmi.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
George Post

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Post
5835 Bouquet Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-1101





George Robinson 
<george.robinson.comm
unications@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
George Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Robinson
116 Pinehurst Ave # K-12
New York, NY 10033-1755





george yntema 
<geoynte@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
george yntema

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. george yntema
61 Vernon Rd
Bolton, CT 06043-7324





Georgena Askew 
<geodancer@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Georgena Askew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgena Askew
11821 Pueblo Carmel Way
El Paso, TX 79936-5024





georgette mulligan 
<ronniemulligan@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
georgette mulligan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. georgette mulligan
197 White Oak Trl
Centerville, MA 02632-1641





Georgia Locker 
<jslocker@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Georgia Locker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Georgia Locker
713 Duke Sq
Fort Collins, CO 80525-1524





Georgia wilson 
<georgiaawilson@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Georgia wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgia wilson
152 Via San Miguel
Paso Robles, CA 93446-3965





Georgie Ann Kettig 
<georgieket@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Georgie Ann Kettig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgie Ann Kettig
76 Uhlig Rd Apt A108
Middletown, NY 10940-9409





Gerald Kikin 
<gmk5764@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gerald Kikin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gerald Kikin
13210 Fiji Way Unit M
Marina Dl Rey, CA 90292-7069





Gerald Lindhorst 
<geraldwlindhorst@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gerald Lindhorst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Lindhorst
12520 Fee Fee Rd
Saint Louis, MO 63146-3808





Gerald Mistal 
<gmistal@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gerald Mistal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Mistal
1528 W Union Blvd
Bethlehem, PA 18018-3415





Gerald Ravnitzky 
<ravnitzky@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Gerald Ravnitzky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Ravnitzky
124 Hill St
Mahopac, NY 10541-2716





Gerald Walsh 
<gcwalsh@ozazwa.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gerald Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Walsh
31 Hemlock Ct
Port Townsend, WA 98368-9446





Geraldine Halper 
<cliffyputt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Geraldine Halper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Geraldine Halper
2830 Glenwood Springs Dr
Glenwood, MD 21738-9700





Geraldine Kaller 
<kallergd@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Geraldine Kaller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Geraldine Kaller
2348 Mark Ln
Chattanooga, TN 37421-1742





Geraldine Maslanka 
<gerrirose7@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Geraldine Maslanka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Geraldine Maslanka
201 W 89th St Apt 15g
New York, NY 10024-1819





Geraldine Stape 
<chimes1952@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Geraldine Stape

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Geraldine Stape
308 N 6th St
Youngwood, PA 15697-1328





Geraldine Werder 
<gakmw@netzero.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Geraldine Werder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Geraldine Werder
37 Low Gap Rd
Sand Fork, WV 26430-8152





Geralyn Wiedeman 
<geralyn.wiedeman@fm
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Geralyn Wiedeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Geralyn Wiedeman
2404 High St # 375
Crescent Spgs, KY 41017-1448





Gerardo Oviedo 
<oviedosrequiem@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gerardo Oviedo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gerardo Oviedo
6639 SW 113th Ave
Miami, FL 33173-1973





Gerhard Weinberg 
<gweinber@email.unc.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gerhard Weinberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gerhard Weinberg
1416 Mount Willing Rd
Efland, NC 27243-9646





Gerrit and Elizabeth  
Baker-Smith 
<egbakersmith@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gerrit 
and Elizabeth 
Baker-Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gerrit and Elizabeth Baker-Smith
338 Braeside Ave
East Stroudsburg, PA 18301-2903





Gertrude Gebin 
<gcgebin@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gertrude Gebin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gertrude Gebin
10 Seacrest Ct
Daly City, CA 94015-4726





Ghay And Phyllis 
Holcomb 
<fiddlinm1@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ghay 
And Phyllis Holcomb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ghay And Phyllis Holcomb
543 Stonebridge Blvd
Pickerington, OH 43147-2097





Giancarlo Panagia 
<js2952@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Giancarlo Panagia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Giancarlo Panagia
2480 S 500 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84106-1314





Gigi Holloway-Brandford 
<nativeg@hawaiiantel.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gigi 
Holloway-Brandford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.Please protect our Mother Earth.Thank you!

Sincerely,

Gigi Holloway-Brandford
PO Box 6455
Ocean View, HI 96737-6455





Gil Jenkins 
<thrltut@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Gil 
Jenkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gil Jenkins
1702 E John Cabot Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85022-1639





Gilbert Wald 
<waldrec@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gilbert Wald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gilbert Wald
534 Foothill Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-2236





Gilford & Nelda 
Ikenberry 
<gikenber@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gilford & Nelda 
Ikenberry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

WE ARE SHOCKED ANYONE WOULD EVEN CONSIDER SUCH A PERMIT!  ARE YOU
PEOPLE MAD?  GET OFF THIS PIPELINE BUSINESS AND DO SOMETHING FOR THE
PLANET NOT AGAINST IT!

Sincerely,



Dr. Gilford & Nelda Ikenberry
1307 E Sharp St
Mcpherson, KS 67460-3736



Gill Fahrenwald 
<anvilman@orcalink.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gill 
Fahrenwald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gill Fahrenwald
PO Box 2323
Olympia, WA 98507-2323





Gill Sharp-Randall 
<gillsharprandall2010@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gill 
Sharp-Randall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gill Sharp-Randall
6634 Wildlife Rd
Malibu, CA 90265-4303





Gina Capra 
<gc.snailmail@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Capra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Capra
726 N 23rd St Apt 16
Milwaukee, WI 53233-3013





Gina Gatto 
<gattopaws16@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Gatto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Gatto
18755 Crest Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2731





gina halferty 
<ginahalferty@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to gina 
halferty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. gina halferty
421 Goodwin St
Tracy, CA 95391-1027





Gina Kalama 
<g-kalama@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Kalama

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gina Kalama
1602 N Park Dr
Mt Prospect, IL 60056-1731





Gina Nigro 
<gina.nigro@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Nigro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gina Nigro
3509 West Ave
Interlaken, NY 14847-9785





Gina Obrien 
<ginaobrien@rocketmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Obrien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Obrien
625 Pitt St Apt 1506
Bastrop, TX 78602-3565





Gina Santonas 
<gsantonas@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Santonas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Santonas
80 Jewel St
Brooklyn, NY 11222-3013





Gina Thibo 
<highheelranch@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Thibo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Thibo
199 W Cedro Dr
Green Valley, AZ 85614-4201





Gina Wilkosz 
<onabelle@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gina 
Wilkosz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gina Wilkosz
565 Thornwood Dr
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089-3321





Ginamarie Colorio 
<ginamarie.colorio@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Ginamarie Colorio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ginamarie Colorio
18772 Pennington Ave
Eden Prairie, MN 55346-1102





Ginger Comstock 
<gkcomstock@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ginger Comstock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ginger Comstock
93 Park St
Arcade, NY 14009-1505





Ginger Mayfield 
<chikadee@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ginger Mayfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ginger Mayfield
120 Worley Rd
Divide, CO 80814-8402





Ginger Young 
<ginger_young@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Ginger Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ginger Young
19202 Dogwood Bloom Ct
Spring, TX 77379-4705





Giovanni Mastracchio  
<masterofrecreation@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Giovanni Mastracchio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Giovanni Mastracchio
169 Church St
White Plains, NY 10601-1210





Giovanni Mastracchio  
<masterofrecreation@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Giovanni Mastracchio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Giovanni Mastracchio
169 Church St
White Plains, NY 10601-1210





Gisela Zechmeister  
<gzechmeister@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Gisela 
Zechmeister

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gisela Zechmeister
907 N Balsam St
Boise, ID 83706-2513





Giselle Achecar 
<giselle@eco-rico.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Giselle Achecar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Giselle Achecar
PO Box 27024
Los Angeles, CA 90027-0024





Gitta Brandt 
<brigitta409@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Gitta 
Brandt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gitta Brandt
5515 Charles St
Bethesda, MD 20814-1614





Giuseppe pezzotti  
<ggp1@cornell.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Giuseppe pezzotti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Giuseppe pezzotti
PO Box 4375
Ithaca, NY 14852-4375





Gladys Chase 
<gypsychase@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gladys Chase

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gladys Chase
14118 - 81st Pl. NE
Kirkland, WA 98034





Glen Domulevicz 
<glen@domulevicz.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Glen 
Domulevicz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glen Domulevicz
6160 S Calle De La Menta
Hereford, AZ 85615-9512





glenda bailey 
<ggbailey3@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
glenda bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. glenda bailey
19
Independence, MO 64055





Glenda Cook 
<glenda_cook@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Glenda Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Glenda Cook
155 Belle View Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952-2458





Glenn and Roberta 
Valentine 
<fuzzy_antler@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
and Roberta Valentine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We are writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

My wife & I believe that we can still create jobs and attain energy
self-sufficiency without caving in to special interests.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Glenn and Roberta Valentine



321 Kimi Ct
Casselberry, FL 32707-4107



Glenn Fleischman 
<grfleischman@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Fleischman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Fleischman
130 Gale Pl Apt 2h
Bronx, NY 10463-2849





Glenn Frantz 
<frantz.glenn@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Frantz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Frantz
27 E Central Ave
Paoli, PA 19301-1353





Glenn Freeman 
<glenn@ogreogress.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Freeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Freeman
52 Monroe Center St NW Apt 2
Grand Rapids, MI 49503-2932





Glenn Lyons 
<birdman273@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Lyons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Lyons
206 W End Ave
Hopatcong, NJ 07843-1218





Glenn Schlippert 
<smokykoko@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Schlippert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Schlippert
104 Appaloosa Way
Etters, PA 17319-9304





Glenn Sousa 
<druid199m@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Sousa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Sousa

Burlington, VT 05408





Glenn Staub 
<gcstaub@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Staub

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Staub
25 Rockledge Ave
Apt 604
White Plains, NY 10601-1212





Glenn Webb 
<glenn.d.webb@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Webb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Glenn Webb
PO Box 997
Pinole, CA 94564-0997





Glenn Williams 
<gswilliams9@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Glenn 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Williams
221 Pequot Ave
Mystic, CT 06355-1739





glenna Kindy 
<tinlinkin@basicisp.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
glenna Kindy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. glenna Kindy
3615 Bennett Dr Apt A103
Bellingham, WA 98225-1047





Gloria crespo 
<riveraduarte1@att.net.
mx>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
crespo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria crespo
101 Yuma Ave Apt 33
Mcallen, TX 78503-1234





Gloria D'Andrea 
<slide.effects@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
D'Andrea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria D'Andrea



Gloria Diggle 
<glfd@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Diggle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Diggle
637 SW Magnolia Ln
Fort White, FL 32038-2129





Gloria Gorman 
<qpid@pobox.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Gorman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Gorman
34 Nicod St
Arlington, MA 02476-5702





Gloria Jorgensen 
<glojo@mcn.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Jorgensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gloria Jorgensen
PO Box 614
Point Arena, CA 95468-0614





Gloria Korhonen 
<gkorhonen@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Korhonen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gloria Korhonen
3345 Military St Apt 224
Port Huron, MI 48060-8154





Gloria Monroe 
<gmonroe1@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Monroe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gloria Monroe
180 Crume Dr
Grants Pass, OR 97526-7768





Gloria Osborne 
<turtlekneader@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Osborne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Osborne
7768 Straight Rd
Springwater, NY 14560-9717





Gloria Shen 
<gloshen@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Shen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is far too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to
be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Shen
123 Foxden Dr
Fletcher, NC 28732-5658





Gloria Sugarman 
<gloria.sugarman@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
Sugarman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gloria Sugarman
21 Owenoke Park
Westport, CT 06880-6834





Gloria & Bob Ziller 
<bccorelse@frontiernet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Gloria 
& Bob Ziller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria & Bob Ziller
PO Box 419
O Brien, OR 97534-0419





Gloriamarie Amalfitano  
<gloriamarie@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gloriamarie Amalfitano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloriamarie Amalfitano
2205 Judson St
# 24
San Diego, CA 92111-6266





Godfrey Little 
<decruisers@hughes.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Godfrey Little

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Godfrey Little
25782 Hollyview Dr. #4
Seaford, DE 19973-8450





Gordana Vickers 
<gkvickers@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Gordana Vickers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gordana Vickers
5544 Lynbrook Dr
Houston, TX 77056-2009





Gordon Chandler 
<gdchandler2@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gordon Chandler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon Chandler
5919 Esther Dr
Bokeelia, FL 33922-3106





Gordon Ehrman 
<ehrman1@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gordon Ehrman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon Ehrman
16 Drakes View Cir
Greenbrae, CA 94904-2437





Gordon Johnston 
<gordonpdx@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gordon Johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon Johnston
2917 N Halleck St
Portland, OR 97217-6323





Gordon Macalpine 
<gmacalpi@trinity.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Gordon Macalpine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gordon Macalpine
16318 Hidden View St
San Antonio, TX 78232-2812





Gordon Messling 
<touchingback@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gordon Messling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 5 years or
less.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

WE INSIST THAT ALL ACTION NECESSARY BE TAKEN TO PROTECT WILDLIFE AND
PLANTLIFE TO THE FULLEST.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon Messling
HC 70 Box 404



Jasper, AR 72641-9741



Gordon reynolds 
<oldbarnwood@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gordon reynolds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon reynolds
150 Peggy Point Rd
Yakima, WA 98901-8387





Grace Agnew 
<gagnew@rci.rutgers.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Grace 
Agnew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Agnew
32a Lincoln Ave
Highland Park, NJ 08904-1704





Grace Aiello 
<charis114@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Grace 
Aiello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Grace Aiello
91 Kensington Way
Middletown, NY 10940-2133





Grace Himmelberger 
<a.pzfl-lyf@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Grace 
Himmelberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Himmelberger
5371 S Latigo Dr
Boise, ID 83709-5870





Grace Padelford 
<gapadelford@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Grace 
Padelford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Padelford
10618 Ayres Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3332





Greg Bennett 
<greg@lionfishadvisors.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Bennett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Bennett
1904 S Shenandoah St
Los Angeles, CA 90034-1208





Greg Breitbarth 
<greg_tegu@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Breitbarth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Breitbarth
229 W Jamison Cir Unit 37
Littleton, CO 80120-5221





"Greg B. Shannon" 
<outbackguy@neofast.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "Greg 
B. Shannon"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg B. Shannon
PO Box 400
Helix, OR 97835-0400





Greg Carter 
<carterg28@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Carter
14343 Addison St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1856





Greg Clements 
<gregclements01@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Clements

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Clements
17530 Olympic Park Ln
Humble, TX 77346-3716





Greg Keefer 
<keefersva@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Keefer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Keefer
37456 Wineberry Ln
Purcellville, VA 20132-4019





Greg LaMastro 
<glamastro1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Greg 
LaMastro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg LaMastro
8 Olive Ct
Rockville Centre, NY 11570-5917





Greg Movsesyan 
<gregmovsesyan@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Movsesyan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Movsesyan
282 Old Quarry Ln
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-9781





Greg Navarro 
<gnav11@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Navarro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Navarro
157 Claremont Ave
Apt B
Montclair, NJ 07042-3509





Greg Noneman 
<krall_lord@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Noneman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Noneman
PO Box 4505
Sherwood, OH 43556-0505





Greg Puppione 
<gpuppione@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Puppione

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Puppione
4531 NE 106th St
Seattle, WA 98125-6906





Greg Sweel 
<gsweel@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Greg 
Sweel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Sweel
1920 6th St Apt 343
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1272





Gregg Moore 
<gggmoo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Gregg 
Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Moore
20 River Ct
Apt 1212
Jersey City, NJ 07310-2207





Gregory Brockway 
<greg_brockway@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Brockway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Brockway
12821 N 38th Way
Phoenix, AZ 85032-7317





Gregory Elems 
<gelems@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Elems

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gregory Elems
8100 Monterey Shores Dr
Reno, NV 89506-3158





Gregory Evans 
<greeva@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Evans
712 W Diversey Pkwy
Chicago, IL 60614-6222





Gregory Fowler 
<gafowler@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Fowler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Fowler
PO Box 390689
Mountain View, CA 94039-0689





Gregory Gorman 
<chachabacon@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Gorman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Gorman
13 Jennings Rd
Hamburg, NJ 07419-1701





Gregory Harder 
<grharder@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Harder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Harder
937 Camino Oraibi
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6269





Gregory Maier 
<grmaier@astound.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Maier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Maier
5284 Concord Blvd
Concord, CA 94521-2319





Gregory Milbourne 
<milbourne@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Milbourne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gregory Milbourne
42 E Front St
Media, PA 19063-2912





Gregory Nielsen 
<gregorynielsen43@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gregory Nielsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Nielsen
8500 E Southern Ave Lot 362
Mesa, AZ 85209-3604





Gretchen Fasnacht 
<gfasnacht@alumni.iu.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gretchen Fasnacht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Gretchen Fasnacht

Noblesville, IN





gretchen seashore 
botha 
<gretaseashore@hawaii
.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
gretchen seashore botha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. gretchen seashore botha
604 Paopua Loop
Kailua, HI 96734-3534





Gretel Munroe 
<zgmunroe@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Gretel 
Munroe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register a number of concerns and requests regarding
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
have decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a
company to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the
future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in
terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host
of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have
proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or
15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gretel Munroe
9 Leyden Ave
Medford, MA 02155-6634





Gudrun Hoerig 
<gudrunhoerig@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gudrun Hoerig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gudrun Hoerig
71 Moya Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87508-8867





Gudrun Matthaus 
<gmatthaus@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gudrun Matthaus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gudrun Matthaus
3245 Park Dr
Punta Gorda, FL 33982-1221





Guil araujo 
<guil@climatewave.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Guil 
araujo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guil araujo
13, lillee crt
gold coast, KY 42223





Guillermina Aguirre 
<mam47us@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Guillermina Aguirre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Guillermina Aguirre
7307 Eliot St
Westminster, CO 80030-5038





Guillermo Torres 
<guirlandaio@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Guillermo Torres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guillermo Torres
188 N Ocean Ave
Freeport, NY 11520-2112





Gumercindo Duran 
<gdura01@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Gumercindo Duran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gumercindo Duran
HC 75 Box 20
Tierra Amarilla, NM 87575-9601





Guy Koehler 
<guy.koehler@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Guy 
Koehler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Koehler
100 Hensel Rd
Hoquiam, WA 98550-9427





Guy nelson 
<gnelson75@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Guy 
nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Guy nelson
11364 Aldershot Dr
Boise, ID 83709-0102





Guy Quinlan 
<gcquinlan@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Guy 
Quinlan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Quinlan
340 E 80th St Apt 12d
New York, NY 10075-0929





"Guy Runco Jr." 
<southsherman@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to "Guy 
Runco Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Runco Jr.
4100 S Sherman St
Englewood, CO 80113-4719





Guy Zahller 
<gop.r.war.criminals@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Guy 
Zahller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Zahller
146 Creek Dr Unit C
Aptos, CA 95003-4577





Gwen Mehring 
<gwen.mehring@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Gwen 
Mehring

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwen Mehring
2699 Sanibel Pl
Gulf Breeze, FL 32563-2592





Gwen Stewart 
<gwendee59@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Gwen 
Stewart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwen Stewart
4211 W 1st St
Santa Ana, CA 92703-4023





Gwendolyn Jones 
<ggraphics1@hawaii.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Gwendolyn Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwendolyn Jones
PO Box 363
Captain Cook, HI 96704-0363





Gwenn McGrady 
<gwennm@embarqmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Gwenn McGrady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Gwenn McGrady
1077 19th Avenue Pl NW
Hickory, NC 28601-1721





gwenn meltzer 
<gwenn2006@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
gwenn meltzer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss gwenn meltzer
1847 Constitution Ave Apt 506
Woodlyn, PA 19094-1427





Gwenyth Lewis 
<gythlewis@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Gwenyth Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwenyth Lewis
8 Frame Ave
Frazer, PA 19355-1521





"G. Blu Wagner, ." 
<dddrums@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "G. 
Blu Wagner, ."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Please try to gain a long range perspective on this issue.  It will do
no species any good to opt for the short range one which eventually
anhililates us all...  At least some will have a lot of money in the
bank when they go, though....
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. G. Blu Wagner, .



PO Box 280003
Denver, CO 80228-0003



"G. Simon Harak" 
<simon@jesuits.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "G. 
Simon Harak"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. G. Simon Harak
1404 W Wisconsin Ave
Milwaukee, WI 53233-2238





"G. Trubow" 
<eaptree@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to "G. 
Trubow"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. G. Trubow
300 N State St
Chicago, IL 60654-5414





"G.F. Wade" 
<lawnman73@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "G.F. 
Wade"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. G.F. Wade
3057 Butts Rd
Ashville, NY 14710-9760





H Jonik 
<basexiii@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to H 
Jonik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. H Jonik
876 E Gunn Rd
Rochester, MI 48306-1905





Hadassah Fleishon 
<hhardouf@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Hadassah Fleishon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hadassah Fleishon
3 Chauncy,
Cambridge, MA 02138





Hagit Halperin 
<halperinhagit@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hagit 
Halperin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hagit Halperin
35 E 2nd St
Brooklyn, NY 11218-1019





hagit sternfeld 
<hagit38s@zahav.net.il
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to hagit 
sternfeld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. hagit sternfeld
9 koresh street
tel aviv, None 65229





Hailey Hawkins 
<hrh69@msstate.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Hailey 
Hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Hailey Hawkins
110 W Wood St
# B
Starkville, MS 39759-3241





Haley Rice 
<englandgirl_09@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Haley 
Rice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Haley Rice
690 Rocky Branch Dr
Guntersville, AL 35976-5316





Hali Holmes 
<hnholmes@nycap.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Hali 
Holmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hali Holmes
28 Imperial Dr
Niskayuna, NY 12309-3002





Hanita Blair 
<hblair1@twcny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Hanita Blair

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hanita Blair
118 Hertford St
Syracuse, NY 13210-3326





Hank Edwards 
<edwards4417@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hank 
Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hank Edwards
7571 Kershaw Rd
Arapahoe, NC 28510-9731





Hank McNett 
<mcnetth@ohsu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Hank 
McNett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Hank McNett
3131 SW 11th Ave
Portland, OR 97239-3022





Hank Thompson 
<hjtraz@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hank 
Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hank Thompson
42364 W Michaels Dr
Maricopa, AZ 85138-8687





Hannah Gardner 
<hannahgardne@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Hannah Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Hannah Gardner
3607 227th St SW
Brier, WA 98036-8078





hannah jackson 
<taostea@taosnet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
hannah jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. hannah jackson
paseo del pueblo
Taos, NM 87571





Hannah Parker 
<zieglerfan719@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Hannah Parker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Hannah Parker
208 Longmarsh Rd
Durham, NH 03824-4201





Hannah Thonet 
<hannah.thonet@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Hannah Thonet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hannah Thonet
221 W 82nd St Apt 14b
New York, NY 10024-5412





Hannahlore Trickett  
<spoutcove@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Hannahlore Trickett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hannahlore Trickett
1042 N Respess St
Washington, NC 27889-4471





Hannelore Kennedy 
<hannekennedy@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Hannelore Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hannelore Kennedy
8426 Bee Meadow Ln
Missouri City, TX 77489-6213





Harald Conradi 
<haraldconradi@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Harald Conradi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harald Conradi
850 N Occidental Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90026-2926





Harold Cochrfan 
<geneskis@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Harold Cochrfan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Cochrfan
21124 Shepard Ln
Abingdon, VA 24211-5462





Harold Hodes 
<hth3@cornell.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Harold Hodes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Hodes
102 Homestead Ter
Ithaca, NY 14850-6218





Harold Hollister 
<somethingsgattawork
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Harold Hollister

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I am told that you may be belegered by power people. taht true?
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other



factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Hollister
236 Edmund Ave
Paterson, NJ 07502-1815



Harold Johnsen 
<arwhy@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Harold Johnsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NO to NiSource Habitat "Conservation" Plan!

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

There is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved
as is.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Harold Johnsen





Harold Kerr 
<hkerrassoc@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Harold Kerr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Kerr
65 Browning Dr
Wright City, MO 63390-3358





Harold McMullen 
<hmcmullen@windstrea
m.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Harold McMullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold McMullen
833 Circle N
Hastings, NE 68901-6611





Harriet Cohen 
<yeehaw7@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Harriet Cohen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Harriet Cohen
238 E 30th St
New York, NY 10016-8282





Harriet McCleary 
<mccleary@stolaf.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Harriet McCleary

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Harriet McCleary
2440 Stevens Ave Apt 2
Minneapolis, MN 55404-3566





Harriet Miller 
<harrietm247@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Harriet Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Harriet Miller
PO Box 493953
Redding, CA 96049-3953





Harriet Skjerly 
<harskjerly@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Harriet Skjerly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Harriet Skjerly
1195 Englewood Ave
Saint Paul, MN 55104-1412





Harriet Zinnes 
<hzinnes@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Harriet Zinnes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Harriet Zinnes
25 W 54th St
New York, NY 10019-5404





Harriett Clementson 
<cheyenne-bodie@live.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Harriett Clementson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Harriett Clementson
31 Camino De Las Huertas
Placitas, NM 87043-8610





Harrison Albert 
<h.b.albert@mindspring.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Harrison Albert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Harrison Albert
2380 Hillsdale Way
Boulder, CO 80305-5624





HARRISON P 
BERTRAM 
<thedanzman@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
HARRISON P 
BERTRAM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. HARRISON P BERTRAM
1090 Groton Ct
Schaumburg, IL 60193-3745





Harry Corsover 
<harry@corsazzi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Harry 
Corsover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Harry Corsover
1055 Highland Ridge Way Apt 204
Castle Rock, CO 80109-7773





Harry Gregory 
<harrycgregory@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Harry 
Gregory

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Gregory
170 Argent Way
Bluffton, SC 29909-4565





Harry Hochheiser 
<hshoch@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Harry 
Hochheiser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Harry Hochheiser
5742 Woodmont St
Pittsburgh, PA 15217-1208





Harry Hudson 
<harryhudsonjr@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Harry 
Hudson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Hudson
12 Heritage Ct
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034-3144





Harry J Tucci Jr  
<katahdin07@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Harry 
J Tucci Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry J Tucci Jr
72 Pebble Beach Dr
Linfield, PA 19468-1042





Harry Sherwood 
<hsherwood24@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Harry 
Sherwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Sherwood
11 Georgeff Rd
Rolling Hills, CA 90274-5272





Haruko Matsuda 
<haruko_matsuda@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Haruko Matsuda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Haruko Matsuda
1139 Northumberland Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1710





Harvey Halpern 
<hhalpern1@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Harvey Halpern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harvey Halpern
73 Tremont St
Cambridge, MA 02139-1345





Harvey Silver 
<hlsilver@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Harvey Silver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Harvey Silver
1 Braemore Ter
Lexington, MA 02420-3401





Harvey Sugar 
<harvey.sugar@nerd19
51.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Harvey Sugar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harvey Sugar
20001 Hoffstead Ln
Montgomery Village, MD 20886-1431





Haven Sabaini 
<mamaconjuresmusic@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Haven Sabaini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Haven Sabaini
18597 Paradox Trl
Montrose, CO 81403-4284





Hayden Wayne 
<haydenwayne@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Hayden Wayne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hayden Wayne
21 W 86th St Apt 807
New York, NY 10024-3674





Hayley Kahn 
<hayleykahn@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Hayley Kahn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to express my deep concern with several current requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is far too large to
be done right. It covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000
miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately
100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. In
order for proper monitering and implementation, the plan should be
divided into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive
units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hayley Kahn
7 Edison Ave
Providence, RI 02906-4604





Heather Allen 
<heatherjoallen@live.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Allen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Allen
4132 St Charles Ave Apt C6
New Orleans, LA 70115-4746





Heather bullard 
<hbull35040@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Heather bullard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Heather bullard
PO Box 562
Tuxedo Park, NY 10987-0562





Heather charles 
<hmcharles@frontiernet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Heather charles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Heather charles
3465 Wellesley Way
Mound, MN 55364-9270





"Heather C. Gold" 
<grammaheather@dc.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Heather C. Gold"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather C. Gold
35966 Royal Sage Ct
Palm Desert, CA 92211-2716





Heather Dove 
<hdove@xmission.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Dove

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Dove
2072 Rainbow Point Dr
Salt Lake City, UT 84124-1721





Heather Glaze 
<sh.glaze@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Glaze

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Glaze
2215 El Paseo Rd
Las Cruces, NM 88001-6038





Heather Grice 
<hdgrice@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Grice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Grice
4003 Semmes Ln
Indian Trail, NC 28079-4239





Heather Holliger 
<hholliger@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Holliger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Holliger
1965 Wrenn St
Oakland, CA 94602-1907





Heather Hundt 
<hhundt@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Hundt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Hundt
PO Box 502
Riverdale, ND 58565-0502





Heather Kerr 
<heatherlkerr@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Kerr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Kerr
21950 McKean Rd
San Jose, CA 95120-3701





Heather Manm 
<sportslover13@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Manm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Manm
12816 Pelham Dr
Spotsylvania, VA 22553-4017





Heather Marsh 
<hthrmarsh@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Marsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Marsh
3128 Sherman Ave NW Apt 8
Washington, DC 20010-1581





Heather Maxwell 
<blkshire@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Maxwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Heather Maxwell
9714 Tory Rd
Springfield, VA 22152





Heather McLarty 
<steelcrazy@roadrunner
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Heather McLarty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather McLarty
PO Box 834
Lakeside, MT 59922-0834





Heather Morgan 
<hmorgan13@mac.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Morgan
120 Vernon St
Rockland, MA 02370-1906





Heather Nemeth 
<nemethheather@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Nemeth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Nemeth
416 Stonetown Rd
Ringwood, NJ 07456-1200





Heather Olson 
<holsonspa@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Olson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Olson
3716 SE Grant Ct
BEULAH, MI 49617





Heather Pennington 
<elvishspate@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Pennington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Pennington
546 Shotwell St
San Francisco, CA 94110-1916





Heather Stogsdill  
<hstogsdill@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Stogsdill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Stogsdill
9223 Neff St
Houston, TX 77036-5249





Heather Taylor 
<hkrjtaylor@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Taylor
6432 Old Goose Creek Rd
Middleburg, VA 20117-5327





Heather Torbit 
<htblue2113@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Torbit

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Torbit
P.O. Box
Breckenridge, CO 80424





Heather Welch 
<dithyramber@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Welch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Welch
110 E Millett Ave
Mesa, AZ 85210-3726





Heather Williams 
<heatherw723@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Heather Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Williams
48 Roper Ct N
North Augusta, SC 29860-7936





Hector Meneses 
<hecmennap@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Hector Meneses

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hector Meneses
Moreno Torroba 148
San Borja
Lima, None 00041





Hector R Amaro 
<hnpamaro@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Hector R Amaro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hector R Amaro
4716 60th Ave NE
Salem, OR 97305-3713





Hedda Haning 
<hedda.l.haning@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Hedda Haning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Hedda Haning
1031 Forest Rd
Charleston, WV 25314-1317





Heide Catherina 
Coppotelli 
<goodshepherd@citcom
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Heide 
Catherina Coppotelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Heide Catherina Coppotelli
383 Seldon Emerson Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718-9017





Heidi Allen 
<heidi@heidiallen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Allen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Allen
20567 Highland Lake Dr
Lago Vista, TX 78645-6634





Heidi Betts 
<hab427@gotmc.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Betts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Betts
PO Box 99
Kylertown, PA 16847-0099





Heidi Bresilge 
<conoverschnuck4@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Bresilge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heidi Bresilge
703 Esta Dr
Plano, IL 60545-2019





Heidi Charnquist 
<heidicharnquist@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Charnquist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Charnquist
1009 S Madison St
Papillion, NE 68046-2541





Heidi Gillette 
<heidijanegillette3@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Gillette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing with several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Gillette
542 S 1100 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84102-3803





Heidi Herron 
<herronsnest@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Herron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Herron
168 W 6th St
New Richmond, WI 54017-1712





Heidi Hoffmann 
<heidikev@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Hoffmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The time frame for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Hoffmann
232 Challedon Dr
Walkersville, MD 21793-8128





Heidi Hunt 
<wildwoodpeeps@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Hunt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Hunt
23 Wildwood Ln
Rockport, ME 04856-4428





Heidi JANUSZEWSKI 
<hlynn143@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
JANUSZEWSKI

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi JANUSZEWSKI
1567 Reimer Rd
Wadsworth, OH 44281-9268





Heidi Johnson 
<heidi.johnson.civ@lrcm
.usuhs.mil>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Johnson
12221 Berry St
Wheaton, MD 20902-2108





Heidi Jordan 
<shyninlite107@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Jordan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Jordan
275 Highland St
Portsmouth, NH 03801-5118





Heidi Pringle 
<hepringle@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Pringle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Pringle
3237 Ramblewood Rd
Ellicott City, MD 21042-2445





Heidi Uppgaard 
<heidiup1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Heidi 
Uppgaard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Uppgaard
5509 38th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55417-2106





Heinrich Hermann 
<hermanndesign@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Heinrich Hermann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Heinrich Hermann
21 Arrowhead Rd
Concord, MA 01742-1901





Heinrich Remold 
<hremold@rics.bwh.har
vard.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Heinrich Remold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Heinrich Remold
197 Clinton Rd
Brookline, MA 02445-5838





Helen Anderson 
<helen@mathbox.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Anderson
180 Delaware Ct
Portland, ME 04103-6109





Helen Bailey 
<jwbheb@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Bailey
2915 Moss Creek Ct
Mckinney, TX 75070-4748





Helen Butler 
<bunnyblue.2@netzero.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Butler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Butler
204 South Carolina Ave
Pasadena, MD 21122-5442





Helen Drwinga 
<drwingahl@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Drwinga

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Helen Drwinga
621 Robin E Ln
Apopka, FL 32712-2933





helen hastings 
<hjoh780@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to helen 
hastings

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. helen hastings
5703 Southern Pkwy
Louisville, KY 40214-1208





Helen Marie Ostrander  
<batsinblfri@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Marie Ostrander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Marie Ostrander
5303 Ivan Dr Apt 307
Lansing, MI 48917-3343





helen martin 
<hfrances@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to helen 
martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. helen martin
PO Box 6403
Carmel By The, CA 93921-6403





Helen Pitton 
<helenpitton@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Pitton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Pitton
2464 Pierce Ave
Cambria, CA 93428-4918





Helen Pollock 
<helenpollock@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Pollock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Pollock
6157 N Sheridan Rd
Chicago, IL 60660-3089





Helen Reynolds 
<helen@seventeentime
s.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Reynolds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Reynolds

Fort Lauderdale, FL 33304-4649





Helen Schafer 
<hschafer@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Schafer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Schafer
5 Baltusrol Dr
Jackson, NJ 08527-3990





Helen Torosiam 
<mhtorosian@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Torosiam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Torosiam
5 Aiken Rd
Fredericksburg, VA 22405-3341





Helen Wasserman 
<hbewja@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Wasserman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Wasserman
25 Harwich Rd
Fairfield, CT 06825-1403





Helen Willeboordse 
<fall.willeboordse@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Helen 
Willeboordse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Helen Willeboordse
8 Stuyesant Oval
8H
New York, NY 10009-2435





Helene Hall 
<andyhelene@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Helene Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Helene Hall
1001 Brush Creek Ln
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601-4501





Helene Steinhardt 
<helenesteinhardt@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Helene Steinhardt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helene Steinhardt
7825 SE 63rd Pl
Mercer Island, WA 98040-4813





Helene Whitson 
<hwhitson@choralarchiv
e.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Helene Whitson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

*****
Simple comment.  DON'T DO IT!  No permit AT ALL to NiSource.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helene Whitson
1824 Arch St



Berkeley, CA 94709-1310



Helga Freund 
<jackhel@cableone.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Helga 
Freund

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helga Freund
PO Box 917
Cornville, AZ 86325-0917





Helmut Mueller 
<helmutmueller@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Helmut Mueller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Helmut Mueller
409 Moonridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-5576





Henry H Westmoreland 
<westjunk1@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Henry 
H Westmoreland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Henry H Westmoreland
PO Box 600
Wingdale, NY 12594-0600





Henry Savioli 
<hank46million@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Henry 
Savioli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Henry Savioli
29 Spring St
Agawam, MA 01001-1231





Herb Allenson 
<herballenson@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Herb 
Allenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herb Allenson
8660 Windsor Dr
Miramar, FL 33025-2754





Herbert Boss 
<lboss19541@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Herbert Boss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Boss
235 Andover Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-1803





Herbert Larson 
<herb13@ameritech.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Herbert Larson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Larson
18464 Lakeshore Blvd. #102
Cleveland, Oh, OH 44119-1256





Herbert Sayas 
<hlabws@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Herbert Sayas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Sayas
4618 Laurel St
New Orleans, LA 70115-1516





hernan alzuro 
<nalzuro@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
hernan alzuro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. hernan alzuro
13820 N 64th St
Scottsdale, AZ 85254-3302





hi kaufmann 
<hikaufmann@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to hi 
kaufmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. hi kaufmann
6075 Cedar River Rd
Mancelona, MI 49659-7907





Hiedi Tan 
<bugdoc012000@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Hiedi 
Tan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Hiedi Tan
722 Andover Blvd
Knoxville, TN 37934-1530





Hilary Tiefer 
<hillarytiefer@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hilary 
Tiefer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Hilary Tiefer
2406 SE 190th Ave
Vancouver, WA 98683-9798





Hillary Geller 
<hgeller@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Hillary 
Geller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hillary Geller
5448 S Ridgewood Ct
Chicago, IL 60615-5315





Hillary Melin 
<elftim_222@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hillary 
Melin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hillary Melin
3411 Helms Ave
Culver City, CA 90232-2333





Hillary 
Szydlowski-Steeno 
<truthwflair@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Hillary 
Szydlowski-Steeno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Hillary Szydlowski-Steeno
7B Paddington Ln
Bluffton, SC 29910





hiroshi suzuki 
<hiroshi_13985@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
hiroshi suzuki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. hiroshi suzuki
29438 Mammoth Ln
Canyon Country, CA 91387-6213





Hollee Martin 
<hollee.martin@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Hollee 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Hollee Martin
14332 Montfort Dr
Dallas, TX 75254-8486





Holly Akins 
<akins_ha@jhu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Akins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan's (HCP)request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved
as is.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Akins
PO Box 718
Dunkirk, MD 20754-0718





Holly Brown 
<holredd@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Brown
Vista Del Monte
Sherman Oaks, CA 914032995





Holly Bute 
<hmcdbute@cccomm.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Bute

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. I object to this plan as proposed.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.  This is just a really bad idea.  Respect the
Endangered Species Act.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Bute
11245 Fulkerson Rd
Fallon, NV 89406-7359





Holly Dain 
<g12mydogs@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Dain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Holly Dain
2722 Westbrook Dr
Franklin Park, IL 60131-3271





Holly fulford 
<hollyfu@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Holly 
fulford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Holly fulford
304 Glenvale Pl
Canton, GA 30115-4368





Holly Henderson 
<monkey.mommy@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Henderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Henderson
17 Kensington Park
Lynn, MA 01902-3339





Holly Kukkonen 
<hakukkonen@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Kukkonen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Kukkonen
1607 Burns Ave
Iowa City, IA 52240-5865





Holly Van Ostran 
<hollyvanostran@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Holly 
Van Ostran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Holly Van Ostran
126 Prophet Dr
West Lafayette, IN 47906-1211





Honora-Bright Aere 
<brightaere@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Honora-Bright Aere

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Honora-Bright Aere
1612 Shot Pouch Rd
Blodgett, OR 97326-9702





Hope French 
<alivenwild@wildmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hope 
French

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hope French
N108w17116 Ava Cir
Germantown, WI 53022-5581





Hope McDonnell 
<hope.mcdonnell@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Hope 
McDonnell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hope McDonnell
342 49th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2239





Hope Schnee 
<has.rvc@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Hope 
Schnee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hope Schnee
49 Driscoll Ave
Rockville Centre, NY 11570-6005





Hope Shesh 
<hbs817@jwu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Hope 
Shesh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hope Shesh
1830 Polk St
Hollywood, FL 33020





Hope Wang 
<hopexiwang@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Hope 
Wang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Hope Wang



Hosea McAdoo 
<hwmcadoo@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Hosea McAdoo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Hosea McAdoo
3829 Stone Mountain Dr
Sherwood, AR 72120-9713





Howard Flax 
<hf@flaxart.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Flax

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Flax
198 Lilac Ln
Mill Valley, CA 94941-4119





Howard Frazer 
<tim.frazer@esis.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Frazer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Frazer
18 Dieber Rd
Schwenksville, PA 19473-1846





Howard Kairys 
<norahkairys@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Kairys

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Howard Kairys
51 Rockaway Ave
Marblehead, MA 01945-1728





Howard Lee 
<hclee4@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Lee
4322 Eno Cemetery Rd
Cedar Grove, NC 27231-9411





HOWARD LIPSON 
<howd10591@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
HOWARD LIPSON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. HOWARD LIPSON
209 Benedict Ave
Tarrytown, NY 10591-4301





Howard Malberg 
<malbergh@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Malberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Malberg
1710 N Community Dr Apt 111
Anaheim, CA 92806-1013





Howard Meyerson 
<howiem@ieee.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Meyerson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Meyerson
120 Whits Rd
Mountain View, CA 94040-1322





Howard Petlack 
<petlack@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Petlack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Petlack
1823 Stonehaven Dr
Boynton Beach, FL 33436-4617





Howard Snyder 
<howsue@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Howard Snyder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Snyder
2134 Hemlock Farms
Lords Valley, PA 18428-9074





Hoy Pierpont 
<bryant.pierpont@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Hoy 
Pierpont

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hoy Pierpont
4760 S. Wadworth, #J203
Littleton, CO 80123-2457





Hubert Steed 
<hjsteed@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Hubert Steed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hubert Steed
1 Washington Square Vlg Apt 9a
New York, NY 10012-1606





Hunter Wallof 
<huntergatherer8@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Hunter Wallof

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hunter Wallof
12340 Sir Francis Drake Blvd
Unit A
Point Reyes Station, CA 94956-9733





Iain Mackenze 
<mackenzie_iain@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Iain 
Mackenze

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Iain Mackenze
1020 Fairmont St NW
Washington, DC 20001-3946





Ian Carlon 
<order_disorder@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ian 
Carlon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian Carlon
2211 Lausett Ave
San Jose, CA 95116-2513





Ian edwards 
<ian@baylinepainting.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ian 
edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian edwards
53 elm ave
woodacre, ca, CA 94973





Ian Judge-Lord 
<ianjudgelord@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ian 
Judge-Lord

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian Judge-Lord
21000
Se 33rd Pl, OR 97210-1205





Ian Smith-Parker 
<i.smith-parker@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ian 
Smith-Parker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian Smith-Parker
130 Honeywood Dr
Slidell, LA 70461-6003





Ida MacKay 
<idadevi@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ida 
MacKay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ida MacKay



ilda johnston 
<ilda.johnston@intel.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to ilda 
johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. ilda johnston
7 Papineau St
Worcester, MA 01603-1720





Ileana Muñoz 
<sephirotsaprenttice@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ileana 
Muñoz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ileana Muñoz
Universidad Regiomontana
Saltillo, WV





Imtiaz Shaikh 
<goldenexpress@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Imtiaz 
Shaikh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Imtiaz Shaikh
4020 Fabian Way
# 399
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4629





Inge Hartnett 
<ihartnett@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Inge 
Hartnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Inge Hartnett
1100 SE 5th Ct Apt 31
Pompano Beach, FL 33060-8161





ingolf and joan klengler  
<klengler@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to ingolf 
and joan klengler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ingolf and joan klengler
1426 Randall St
Glendale, CA 91201-2726





Ingrid Erickson 
<kashmirdream@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ingrid 
Erickson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ingrid Erickson
1104 E Maryland St Apt 1
Bellingham, WA 98226-3566





Ingrid Hamilton 
<hamiltonmagic@cox.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ingrid 
Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ingrid Hamilton
2485 W Wigwam Ave Unit 102
Las Vegas, NV 89123-1683





Ingrid Linne Anderson 
<ilanderson5@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ingrid 
Linne Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Why isn't former President Jimmy Carter speaking out on these issues?

Sincerely,

Ms. Ingrid Linne Anderson
2501 Q St
Apt 301



Lincoln, NE 68503-3539



Ingrid Phillips 
<ingridphillips888@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ingrid 
Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ingrid Phillips
3321 Bevans St
Cheyenne, WY 82001-1778





Ingrid Scott 
<ingrid3464@roadrunne
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ingrid 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ingrid Scott
PO Box 806
Castine, ME 04421-0806





Ingrid Werner 
<i.werner@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ingrid 
Werner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ingrid Werner
344 Audubon Rd
Englewood, NJ 07631-4312





Ira Rabois 
<irabois5@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ira 
Rabois

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ira Rabois
213 Tupper Rd
Spencer, NY 14883-9640





iraida capaccio 
<eusebiam@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to iraida 
capaccio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. iraida capaccio
337 Hudson Rd
Sudbury, MA 01776-1629





Irene Fernandez 
<fegi_1970@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Irene 
Fernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Irene Fernandez



Irene Fuller 
<grovee@bex.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Irene 
Fuller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Irene Fuller
608 Marilyn Dr
Rossford, OH 43460-1512





Irene Kraus 
<irenemhk@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Irene 
Kraus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Irene Kraus
26531 Baronet
Mission Viejo, CA 92692-4100





Irene redfield 
<albers101@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Irene 
redfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Irene redfield
414 Hicks St
Brooklyn, NY 11201-6659





Irene Tice 
<ireneltice@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Irene 
Tice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Irene Tice
17326 Falda Ave
Torrance, CA 90504-2632





Irene Tremper 
<itremper@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Irene 
Tremper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Irene Tremper
5800 Swarthmore Dr
Berwyn Heights, MD 20740-2633





Irina Morgunova 
<imorgunova555@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Irina 
Morgunova

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Irina Morgunova
48 Rainbow Dr
Haverhill, MA 01835-6991





Iris Meltzer 
<iriscience@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Iris 
Meltzer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Iris Meltzer
419 E C ollege Ave
Kent, OH 44240-3638





Irmgard Linss 
<irma@linss.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Irmgard Linss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Irmgard Linss
8975 Lawrence Welk Dr Spc 64
Escondido, CA 92026-6411





Irwin Hoenig 
<irwinhoenigcst@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Irwin 
Hoenig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Irwin Hoenig
PO B0x 5292
Laurel, MD 20726





Irwin Schpok 
<ischpok@hotwiremail.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Irwin 
Schpok

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Irwin Schpok
562a Malvern Ct
Manchester, NJ 08759-7012





Isaac Emery 
<isaac.emery@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Isaac 
Emery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Isaac Emery
116 S 6th St
Lafayette, IN 47901-1627





Isaac Lederman 
<isaaclederman300@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Isaac 
Lederman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Isaac Lederman
245 E 93rd St Apt 14e
New York, NY 10128-3956





Isabel Bauer 
<ibauer@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Isabel 
Bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Isabel Bauer
703 Madison Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-1687





Isabelle Chappuis 
<isabellechappuis@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Isabelle Chappuis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Isabelle Chappuis
1622 Valley Crest Dr
San Jose, CA 95131-3125





Isabelle Kanz 
<izziekanz@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Isabelle Kanz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Isabelle Kanz
PO Box 85
6380 Soundview Avenue
Peconic, NY 11958-0085





Isadora Isadora Dahlen 
Hack 
<isadora@graceandjoy.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Isadora Isadora Dahlen 
Hack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Isadora Isadora Dahlen Hack

AZ





Ismet Kipchak 
<ismet@nyblackcar.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ismet 
Kipchak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ismet Kipchak
4322 Van Dam St
Long Island City, NY 11101-2331





Isolde gieseler 
<gieseler@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Isolde 
gieseler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Isolde gieseler
5731 Spruce Knoll Ct
Indianapolis, IN 46220-6322





Iva Riddle 
<iva_in_texas@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Iva 
Riddle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Iva Riddle
1406 Ruth St
Arlington, TX 76010-2024





"Ivar C. Fossen" 
<weatherwaxgardener@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "Ivar 
C. Fossen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Please... Don't let 'Bigoil' get away with more murder!

Sincerely,

Mr. Ivar C. Fossen
8620 Cinnamon Drive
Burnaby, BC V5A 4H7





Ivy Giessen 
<ivy.giessen@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Ivy 
Giessen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ivy Giessen
119 91st Ave SE Apt 6b
Lake Stevens, WA 98258-3395





J Ackerman 
<12akman@charter.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to J 
Ackerman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Ackerman
15781 Hayes Trl
Apple Valley, MN 55124-7142





J Buhangus 
<jambu1@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Buhangus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. J Buhangus
17 California
Reno, NV 89509-1616





J Congdon 
<touchsites@lycos.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to J 
Congdon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J Congdon
Burnt Plains Rd
Milford, CT 06460





J Coute 
<cathmela@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Coute

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

J Coute
Terrace St
Oakland, CA 94611





J Delario 
<jacqui_bellydancer@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Delario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Delario
2501 S Lambert St
Philadelphia, PA 19145-4213





J Hargrove 
<repartee@rocketmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to J 
Hargrove

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Hargrove
PO Box 1788
Sedona, AZ 86339-1788





J Haugen 
<shanticove@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to J 
Haugen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

J Haugen



J L T Williams 
<jltwilliams@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to J L T 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J L T Williams
PO Box 89
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-0089





J Noble 
<gratefulbe@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to J 
Noble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Noble
Personal
Madison, WI 53716





J Robinson 
<5455km629@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

J Robinson



J Teichner 
<jteichne@rochester.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to J 
Teichner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. J Teichner
5342 E Lake Rd
Romulus, NY 14541-9734





J Thomas 
<jthmosaic@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J Thomas
375 Alabama
San Francisco, CO 80125





J Waering 
<jwaering@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Waering

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J Waering
336 n wash st
wilkes-barre, PA 18705





J Westerbur 
<jwesterbur@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to J 
Westerbur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. J Westerbur
6384 S Dexter St
Centennial, CO 80121-3266





Jace Mande 
<jace@casinojobcenter.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Jace 
Mande

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jace Mande
3355 Spring Mountain Rd Ste 63
Las Vegas, NV 89102-8633





Jack Beers 
<jbeers11@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Beers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Beers
2176 Vira Rd
Lewistown, PA 17044-7654





Jack Biderman 
<bidsjmb@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Biderman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Biderman
5756 Genoa Way Apt 107
Aurora, CO 80019-2092





Jack Caldicott 
<jacyn@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Caldicott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Caldicott
121 Olympic Ranch Ln
Sequim, WA 98382-9564





Jack Daniels 
<nokill@megavision.co.
uk>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Daniels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jack Daniels
5 Main Ave
buffalo, NY 14216





Jack Dyer 
<jrd787@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Dyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Dyer
1516 S Lincoln Ave
Springfield, IL 62704-3417





Jack Gualtieri 
<info@zaffirojewelry.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Gualtieri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jack Gualtieri
4907 SE Market St
Portland, OR 97215-3257





Jack Haesly 
<jackhaesly@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Haesly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Further, any legislation in this area that is finally approved must
provide the stipulation to hold the offending party/parties financial
responsible, without limit, in order to make flora and fauna, as well
the environment whole, in the event of any failure of any and all
installed systems.

Sincerely,



Mr. Jack Haesly
6910 Hart Ln
Apt 907
Austin, TX 78731-4158



Jack Intveld 
<jackintveld@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Intveld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Intveld
691 Inca Ln
New Brighton, MN 55112-6553





Jack King 
<drjeking@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jack 
King

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Say "No!" to the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan, and say
"Yes!" to the habitats and wildlife our children and our
children's children can enjoy 50 years from now!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jack King
6009 Buffalo Ridge Rd
Earlysville, VA 22936-1863



Jack Lewis 
<jfantastic1@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jack Lewis
8274 Lakeshore Cir Apt 4014
Indianapolis, IN 46250-4841





Jack Murray 
<rueangel@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Murray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jack Murray
PO Box 79
Tecopa, CA 92389-0079





Jack Preston Marshall  
<jackprestonmarshall@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Preston Marshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Preston Marshall
21569 Main St
Barstow, CA 92311-9747





Jack Putnam 
<jdpjkg@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Putnam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Putnam
26405 7th Ave S
Des Moines, WA 98198-9303





Jack Shively 
<jalesh@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Shively

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Shively
750 SE Meadowood Dr
Winston, OR 97496-8552





Jack Singh 
<drjacksingh@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Singh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jack Singh
1360 N Mariner Way
Anaheim, CA 92801-7703





Jack Wagner 
<jackawagner@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Wagner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jack Wagner
PO Box 18947
Panama City, FL 32417-8947





Jack Witt 
<jaquitt@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jack 
Witt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Witt
24203 Great View Dr
Crestline, CA 92325





Jacki Ruby 
<rubyfox@lmi.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jacki 
Ruby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacki Ruby
2633 Etna St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3408





Jackie McNeill 
<jmcneill11@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
McNeill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie McNeill
2595 Taylor Ranch Rd
Durango, CO 81301-8870





Jackie Methe 
<jsm192z@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
Methe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Methe
192 Featherwood Ct
Athens, GA 30601-1054





Jackie Murdock 
<maitri33@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
Murdock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Murdock
14 Nature View Rd
Dahlonega, GA 30533-8702





Jackie ONeil 
<aries76@clearwire.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
ONeil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie ONeil
1625 Henderson Ave Spc C8
Eugene, OR 97403-2321





Jackie Tryggeseth 
<jtrygges@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
Tryggeseth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Tryggeseth
6869 Taylor Rd
Sauk City, WI 53583-9560





Jackie Tucker 
<jackie-m@ix.netcom.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
Tucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Tucker
3510Western Avenue
Highland Park, IL 60035





Jackie va 
<jackieva64@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jackie 
va

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Jackie va
6742 Abrego Rd Apt 84
Goleta, CA 93117-4491





Jaclyn Huntington 
<jaclyn.huntington@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jaclyn 
Huntington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Jaclyn Huntington
15852 Dundalk Ln
Huntington Beach, CA 92647-3120





Jacob Lebowitz 
<jacklebow3e49@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jacob 
Lebowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jacob Lebowitz
5911 Lone Oak Dr
Bethesda, MD 20814-1845





Jacob Price 
<jjaprice15@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jacob 
Price

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacob Price
8401 NE Pierce Dr
Vancouver, WA 98662-6615





Jacqueline Callahan 
<jackie51@nycap.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Callahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Callahan
792 Route 29
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866-6800





Jacqueline Carter 
<leighsomebody@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacqueline Carter
1207 Mackie Dr
Carrollton, TX 75007-4836





Jacqueline Delario 
<delario8@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Delario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacqueline Delario
8905 Monmouth Ave
Margate City, NJ 08402-1269





Jacqueline Dern 
<jackiedern@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Dern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacqueline Dern
9708 116th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98033-5151





Jacqueline Fredericks  
<jbfwrite@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Fredericks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacqueline Fredericks
2021 Market Ave
Apt 214
San Pablo, CA 94806-4464





Jacqueline 
Friederichsen 
<jfried447@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Friederichsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacqueline Friederichsen
447 Watauga Ave
Knoxville, TN 37917-3636





Jacqueline Gilbert  
<jagi@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Gilbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jacqueline Gilbert
615 S 2nd Ave
Highland Park, NJ 08904-2232





Jacqueline Maret 
<marethome@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Maret

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

In my opinion there is NO PLACE in our country for any pipe line.
Let's take care of OUR land and OUR people and just ssay no to ANY PIPE
LINE!!!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacqueline Maret
2837 Don Quixote



Santa Fe, NM 87505-6493



Jacqueline Webb 
<dolphinbate@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Jacqueline Webb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Webb
8 King Street East
Toronto, ON M5C 1B5





Jacquelyn Bradford 
<jac127@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jacquelyn Bradford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacquelyn Bradford
4735 Ridgewood Rd W
Springfield, OH 45503-5841





Jacquelyn Howard 
<faeryweaver@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jacquelyn Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacquelyn Howard
521 Harold Ave NE
Atlanta, GA 30307-1741





Jahn Hoover 
<integrityforhair@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jahn 
Hoover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jahn Hoover
PO Box 1188
Mill City, OR 97360-1188





Jaime Collazo 
<alorasdad@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jaime 
Collazo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jaime Collazo
9155 Nesbit Ferry Rd Unit 98
Johns Creek, GA 30022-5540





Jaime Grimwood 
<jaime_909@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jaime 
Grimwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jaime Grimwood
1616 W Clarendon Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85015-5517





Jaime Sanders 
<kikeka3@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jaime 
Sanders

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jaime Sanders
636 Village Pkwy
Fredericksburg, VA 22406-7297





JAKE HODIE 
<skicopmtn@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to JAKE 
HODIE

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The world has been up and down in terms of protecting animals. Some
great things have been done recently for them, but plenty of threats
still remain.
So many of our waters, public lands, forests, and open spaces have
already been ruined by development, drilling, OTV/ATV use, and roads.
The animals are running out of places to live and be safe. Our wildlife
are under threat from so many angles. They desperately need to be
protected, mainly from humans.
Life is hard enough for people, let alone the animals.
Can't we please offer them some much needed help?!

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big



and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. JAKE HODIE
145 Starwood
Aspen, CO 81611



Jake Stewart 
<jmstew0319@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jake 
Stewart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jake Stewart
2514 W Columbine Ln
Wichita, KS 67204-5446





Jake Terpstra 
<jmterps@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jake 
Terpstra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jake Terpstra
2111 Raybrook SF
Grand Rapids, MI 49546-7760





Jalil badran 
<sathlin@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jalil 
badran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jalil badran
11106 Welland St
North Potomac, MD 20878-4863





james adams 
<jim1jam@roadrunner.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to james 
adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. james adams
1610 Armacost Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3704





James Adkisson 
<amjams@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Adkisson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Adkisson
8204 Hood Cir
Austin, TX 78745-7654





James Bernard 
<jrny127@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Bernard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Bernard
3803 SE 33rd Ave
Portland, OR 97202-3028





James Bourget 
<jimbourget@wavecable
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
James Bourget

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James Bourget
313 N Ridge View Dr
Port Angeles, WA 98362-8454





James Bradley 
<dfrosty1@cinci.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Bradley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Bradley
225 Ewing Dr Apt A
Fairfield, OH 45014-8022





JAMES BROSCIUS 
<james_broscius@cargil
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
JAMES BROSCIUS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

JAMES BROSCIUS
699 Cross Creek Ln
Wyalusing, PA 18853-7816





James Buhr 
<buhr@csicable.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Buhr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. James Buhr
613 Chautauqua Blvd
Valley City, ND 58072-2311





James Bull 
<jamesbull22@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Bull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Bull
4136 Abbott Ave
Lincoln Park, MI 48146-4020





James Busemeyer 
<jbusemeyer@saintursu
la.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Busemeyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Busemeyer
5592 Pleasant View Dr
Milford, OH 45150-2835





James Button 
<jbutton80305@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Button

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Button
2694 Big Horn Cir
Lafayette, CO 80026-9094





James Carey 
<sprtnut_69@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Carey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Carey
3675 Pegg Ave
Columbus, OH 43214-3443





James Colello 
<jamescole249@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Colello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Colello
Jamescole249@Yahoo.Com
Staten Island, NY 10314





James Columbia 
<jmcolumbia@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Columbia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Columbia
7712 Bruce Way
Bakersfield, CA 93306-4952





James Connors 
<jmc1174@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Connors

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Connors
1000 Belmont St
Watertown, MA 02472-1027





James Conway 
<sajacon@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Conway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Conway
4620 Valley Dr NW
Rochester, MN 55901-6508





James Cook 
<cookj@wloolaw.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Cook
2 Silver Lake Dr
Waterloo, IA 50702-4945





James Cunningham 
<james.cunningham@e
arthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Cunningham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. This corporation wants to harm our
water, our air, our land, and all the life therein for some short-term
profits. I find that to be totally unacceptable!

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units. That's just common
sense.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 2 or 5 years
at the very most. The bottom line is that there should never be an
exemption through a permitting process or otherwise when it comes to
harming endangered species, our water, our air, or our land.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit. I am, sick and
tired of rich corporations poisoning our water, land, and air and
killing off God's creatures in massive numbers just for their greed and
lust over short-term profits.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.



Sincerely,

Mr. James Cunningham
938 Deacon Cir
Columbus, OH 43214-2395



James Curran 
<punk9487@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Curran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Curran
11 Hurff Ln
Turnersville, NJ 08012-1480





James Deshotels 
<jdesh@loyno.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Deshotels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Deshotels
161 Vondera
Robertsville, MO 63072-2529





James Dildine 
<dildinejim@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Dildine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Dildine
6705 Trail West Rd
Loveland, CO 80537-9463





James Domenico 
<jdidom@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Domenico

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Domenico
400 43rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-1516





James Ewing 
<jhewing@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Ewing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Ewing
99 Halsey Ln
Water Mill, NY 11976-2913





James Gagnon 
<gagjam@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Gagnon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Gagnon
2325 Mountain Ave
San Bernardino, CA 92404-4350





James Gilland 
<shankiah@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
James Gilland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Gilland
3756 E Hampton St
Tucson, AZ 85716-2918





James Gilmore 
<briangilmore@copper.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Gilmore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Gilmore
2850 Pontiac St
Columbus, OH 43211-4100





James Goldberg 
<dougkris@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Goldberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Goldberg
10 Compass Ave
West Milford, NJ 07480-4840





James Gonsman 
<jim44314@wildblue.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Gonsman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Gonsman
PO Box 125
Occidental, CA 95465-0125





james hala 
<jhala@drew.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to james 
hala

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

The Endangered Species Act was created for a reason. The reason is
still valid, in fact it's more crucial than ever. There are not
supposed to be "exceptions." And having seen the oil and gas
industry in action, allowing them to trample on the Endangered Species
Act this once is like allowing a recovering alcoholic to take
"just one drink." It's never just once.

Sincerely,



Dr. james hala
47 Mills St
Morristown, NJ 07960-3717



James Haviland 
<jamesrogerhaviland@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Haviland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Haviland
353 Cobblestone Ln NW
Concord, NC 28027-7496





James Heller 
<jamesheller@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Heller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Heller
2651 W Lunt Ave
Chicago, IL 60645-3216





James Helm 
<macjimmi@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Helm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Helm
6130 Scarlet Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45224-2736





James Higgins 
<himjiggins@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Higgins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Higgins
1259 Highland Rd
Keeseville, NY 12944-2326





"James Hoehn, Jr." 
<jamesjr@hoehn.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
"James Hoehn, Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Hoehn, Jr.
159 Chestnut St
Albany, NY 12210-1905





James Hurst 
<dancerhurst@mac.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Hurst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Hurst
4176 Saint Teresa Ave
St Teresa, FL 32358-1797





James Johnston 
<boyjames1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Johnston
1555 Clear Run Rd
Dubois, PA 15801-6235





James Kacey 
<jmkacey@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Kacey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Kacey
872 Wolf Hill Rd
Cheshire, CT 06410-2300





James Kerr 
<jkerr@pacific.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Kerr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Kerr
PO Box 679
Redwood Valley, CA 95470-0679





James Kirks 
<jameskirks@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Kirks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Kirks
11 Hemming Ln
Chico, CA 95973-1076





James Krumm 
<jamesoldcars1@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Krumm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Krumm
503 S Warminster Rd
Apt Y4
Hatboro, PA 19040-4147





James Livingston 
<jlivings@nmu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Livingston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Livingston
3135 County Road 456
Skandia, MI 49885-9601





James Lobdell 
<jaylobby@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Lobdell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

As if polluting our air and water weren't enough, now the oil and gas
industry want to run roughshod over the Endangered Species Act. Enough
is enough!

I would like to express some serious concerns and make several requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Lobdell
940b Temple Ave



Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5512



James Lovich 
<jlovich@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Lovich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Lovich
35099 Farragut Dr
Eastlake, OH 44095-1723





James Marziotti  
<jimmarz60@hughes.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Marziotti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Marziotti
201 Dark Hollow Rd N
Andersonville, TN 37705-1954





James McCormack 
<jmccww@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
James McCormack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James McCormack
PO Box 224
Cooperstown, NY 13326-0224





James Mendenhall 
<jmend56@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Mendenhall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James Mendenhall
11912 Dolly Pond Rd
Birchwood, TN 37308-5058





james mongan 
<merlin8@mindspring.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to james 
mongan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. james mongan
43 Overlook Dr
Woodstock, NY 12498-1446





James Moran 
<madhatmoran@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Moran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Moran
8331 W Marlette Ave
Glendale, AZ 85305-2547





James Mulcare 
<xsecretsx@cableone.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Mulcare

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Mulcare
1110 Benjamin St
Clarkston, WA 99403-2576





James Niblock 
<niblock@msu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Niblock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too BIG to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units. START SMALL IF YOU MUST
START!

Second, 50 years is FAR too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years. MAX!

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.DON"T START
SOMETHING WE MAY ALL BE SORRY FOR!
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Niblock
215 Elizabeth St
East Lansing, MI 48823-3332





James Noordyk 
<jnoordyk4sdhomes@a
ol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Noordyk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Noordyk
4538 Cass St
San Diego, CA 92109-2802





James O'Farrell 
<jammofa@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James O'Farrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James O'Farrell
1204 SE Ash St
Portland, OR 97214-1421





James Pool 
<denmanjum@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Pool

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Pool
921 Township Road 179
Bellefontaine, OH 43311-9407





James Powell 
<jspowell1955@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Powell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Powell
PO Box 6732
Breckenridge, CO 80424-6732





James Rabiolo 
<jrabiolo@4dv.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Rabiolo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Rabiolo
1165 Holland St
Lakewood, CO 80215-4719





James Rainie 
<jcrainie@mcn.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Rainie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Rainie

CA





James Rees 
<dylan.rees@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Rees

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Rees
501 Mill Creek Rd
Marietta, OH 45750-4303





James Rice 
<cleotisleeroy@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Rice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Rice
1807 Kansas St
Baytown, TX 77520-6315





James Ring 
<jjrfordguy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Ring

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Ring
80394 Avenue 48
Indio, CA 92201-6508





James Roberts 
<jimrobj@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
James Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Roberts
215 S Ellis St
Palouse, WA 99161-8700





James Rodriguez 
<jamesrodriguez888@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Rodriguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Rodriguez
11511 Brandiwine Ct
Clermont, FL 34711-6451





James Sams 
<samsjames@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Sams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Sams
2875 Cowley Way Apt 615
San Diego, CA 92110-1011





James Schoonover 
<jamess@ucsc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Schoonover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Schoonover
10699 Empire Grade
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-9474





James Shaver 
<jim.shaver@usu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
James Shaver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James Shaver
11 Bridger Mountain Rd N
Montana City, MT 59634-9641





james simmons 
<nugroovecorp@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to james 
simmons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. james simmons
235 Liberty Ave
Jersey City, NJ 07306-4928





James Sipocz 
<jljsipocz@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Sipocz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Sipocz
26700 Darden Rd
South Bend, IN 46628-9754





James Snively 
<jsnively62@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Snively

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Snively
13522 John Kline Rd
Smithsburg, MD 21783-9111





James Spagnolo 
<spagnolo@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Spagnolo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Spagnolo
26 Edna Dr
Syosset, NY 11791-3716





James Stone 
<choice@choiceimaging
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Stone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Stone
155 S 4th St
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459-3990





James Stuhlmacher 
<jim@stuhlmacher.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Stuhlmacher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Stuhlmacher
1580 N Blanchard Ct
Wheaton, IL 60187-3761





James Tate 
<jim144bk@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Tate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Tate
345 Webster Ave Apt 4b
Brooklyn, NY 11230-1428





James Thomas 
<jmichaelthomas2005@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
James Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Thomas
5900 Hathaway Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-9618





James Thomas 
<gryowl@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. Now and then Big Money needs to "Back Off!"

Sincerely,

Mr. James Thomas
3107 Water Hazard Dr SE
Deming, NM 88030-7588





James Thompson 
<hikenazi@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James Thompson
3801 Viking Rd
Salt Lake City, UT 84109-3627





"James T. Reynolds" 
<jdotreyn@centurylink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
"James T. Reynolds"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James T. Reynolds
2004 Canvas Edge Dr
Henderson, NV 89044-0273





James Ulness 
<ulness@cord.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
James Ulness

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Ulness
2705 35th Ave S
Fargo, ND 58104-8895





James Van Valkenburgh 
<keenavv@winfirst.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
James Van Valkenburgh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Van Valkenburgh
530 Southgate Rd
Sacramento, CA 95815-3715





James Vogas 
<jimvogas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James Vogas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Vogas
614 W Castle Harbour Dr
Friendswood, TX 77546-5626





James Walker 
<jwalk_451@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
James Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Walker
3910 N Leith Rd
Janesville, WI 53548-9320





james wear 
<jfwear@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to james 
wear

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. james wear
2015 Jeffery Rd
Oregonia, OH 45054-9721





James White 
<jrwn8xtl@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James White
723 N Ridgecliff St
Tallmadge, OH 44278-1083





James Wiesner 
<jameswiesner@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
James Wiesner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Wiesner
385 N Market St
Galion, OH 44833-1923





James & Alice Bradley 
<alicebradley@eatel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
James & Alice Bradley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

James & Alice Bradley
18448 Belle Alliance Rd
Prairieville, LA 70769-5100





James & Ann Ellen 
Tuomey 
<jimae@taosnet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
James & Ann Ellen 
Tuomey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James & Ann Ellen Tuomey
HC 74 Box 22605
El Prado, NM 87529-9526





James & Jacqueline 
Speta 
<jimspeta2002@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
James & Jacqueline 
Speta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. James & Jacqueline Speta
6813 Valley View Dr
Downers Grove, IL 60516-3514





Jamie Halpin 
<jlrhalpin@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jamie 
Halpin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jamie Halpin
4527 Wilmslow Rd
Baltimore, MD 21210-2548





Jamie Hovland 
<jdlynn@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jamie 
Hovland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Hovland
PO Box 6437
Lancaster, CA 93539-6437





Jamie Shultz 
<hadleys1@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jamie 
Shultz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Shultz
26 Paul Wilson Ln
Morgantown, WV 26508-4722





Jamie Weber 
<jamiekweber@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jamie 
Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Weber
340 Stanford Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-4634





Jamie Zolcienski 
<feral_420@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jamie 
Zolcienski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Zolcienski
44525 Highgate Dr
Clinton Township, MI 48038-1492





Jan Bemetz 
<fernparrot@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Bemetz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

This plan is short-sighted and does not consider the future, or the big
picture. There are too many unknowns to go ahead with this. Please
stop!
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right.
Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jan Bemetz
648 S Cascade Dr
Woodburn, OR 97071-3022



jan brown 
<nityapriya40@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to jan 
brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. jan brown
239 Miller Ave Ste 8
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2866





Jan Buckwald 
<jbuckwald@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Buckwald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Buckwald
514 Curtis St
Albany, CA 94706-1419





Jan Emerson 
<janemerson777@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Emerson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Emerson
250 Fort Washington Ave Apt 5b
New York, NY 10032-1326





Jan Freed 
<freed358@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Freed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jan Freed
4652 Oak Grove Cir
Los Angeles, CA 90041-3114





Jan Friel 
<jefrielccis@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Friel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Friel
2706 Amherst Ave
Fullerton, CA 92831-1403





Jan Hansen 
<firepig1948@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Hansen
6380 Omo Ranch Rd
Somerset, CA 95684-9547





Jan Hitchcock 
<jan@hitchcockrealty.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Hitchcock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Hitchcock
1102 Stannage Ave
Albany, CA 94706-2222





Jan Maddron 
<janmaddron@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Maddron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Maddron
2759 Stanton St
North Bend, OR 97459-3180





Jan McCreary 
<cascabel@gilanet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jan 
McCreary

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan McCreary
PO Box 3042
Silver City, NM 88062-3042





Jan Morell 
<jan_man@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Morell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jan Morell
717 Phyllis Ave
New Smyrna Beach, FL 32168-6328





Jan O'Donnell 
<janodonne@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jan 
O'Donnell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan O'Donnell
33 Conklin Ave
Morristown, NJ 07960-3703





Jan Saridakis 
<jansaridakis@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Saridakis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Saridakis
3555 Lincoln Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-2959





Jan Saxton 
<jansbc@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Saxton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Saxton
3860a Anzar Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9625





Jan Serignea 
<jmuse123@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Serignea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Everyone needs to look at the results of what this pipeline would do as
the plans are now.  They also want to control this mile wide ribbon of
land for over two generations.  Please do not give in to the heavy
handedness in trying to get their way.

Sincerely,



Mrs. Jan Serignea
1812 Todd Dr
Saint Bernard, LA 70085-5763



Jan Stevenson 
<j_stevens0n@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Stevenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Stevenson
2137 W Admiral Rd
Stillwater, OK 74074-2504





Jan Tache 
<tache@together.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Tache

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Tache
PO Box 1210
Penn Valley, CA 95946-1210





Jan Warren 
<jan.warren.me@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Warren
57 Ragged Mtn Rd
Camden, ME 04843-4026





Jan Wiley 
<birdsongs@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jan 
Wiley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Wiley
532 Red Bud Ln
Woolwine, VA 24185-3549





Jan williams 
<lostcow@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jan 
williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan williams
55 Broadway
Smithtown, NY 11787-4601





Jana Momin 
<jana.momin@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jana 
Momin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jana Momin
360 1st Ave
New York, NY 10010-4912





Janae Dale 
<jjdale@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Janae 
Dale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janae Dale
770 Whiskey Jack Cir
Sandpoint, ID 83864-8817





Jane Abraham 
<janea@vt.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Abraham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jane Abraham
304 Royal Ln
Blacksburg, VA 24060-6241





Jane Affonso 
<jgaffonso@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Affonso

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Affonso
1919 Belmont Ln
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-4809





Jane Ann Harris 
<janeann121@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Ann Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Ann Harris
6305 Cantrell Rd
Little Rock, AR 72207-4214





Jane Barton 
<bollbar@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Barton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Barton
688 W 15th St
San Pedro, CA 90731-4707





Jane Beattie 
<rbmt80@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Beattie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Beattie
PO Box 1434
Ketchum, ID 83340-1434





Jane Biggins 
<biggins@pacific.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Biggins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Biggins
p o
Ukiah, CA 95482-1387





Jane Coe 
<jane@coehome.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Coe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Coe
9 Kelsey Rd
Boxford, MA 01921-2003





Jane Coppola 
<ljcopps@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Coppola

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Coppola
106 Cornerstone Ct
Venetia, PA 15367-2326





Jane Dragi 
<dragi@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Dragi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Dragi
Gummery
Perth, CA 90045





Jane Edwards 
<janeedwards1@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Edwards
7822 Trinity Ln
La Palma, CA 90623-1640





jane Engelman 
<engelje3@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to jane 
Engelman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

with the resources available to Nisource they should be able if willing
to stop/ avoid such wholesale destruction with virtually no loss of
time and minimal impact on their profits

Sincerely,

jane Engelman
402 W Broadway



Ste 950
San Diego, CA 92101-8576



Jane Guill 
<cloudhour@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Guill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Guill

IL





Jane Handy 
<trees@alaska.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Handy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jane Handy
33030 Skyline Dr
Soldotna, AK 99669-9230





Jane Hardy 
<jane_hardy@shs.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Hardy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Hardy
142 Irving St
Watertown, MA 02472-2710





Jane Kanestrom 
<jenkmusic@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Kanestrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Kanestrom
2331 Colony Manor Dr
Riverbank, CA 95367-2665





Jane Karl 
<kibo38@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Karl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jane Karl
2608 Stout St
Denver, CO 80205-2941





Jane Manuel 
<jmdane2002@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Manuel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Manuel
2866 Old Kings Rd
Catskill, NY 12414-5418





Jane Merkel 
<janemerkel@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Merkel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Merkel
833 Everding Steet
Eureka, CA 95503-5402





Jane Oberlander 
<janeo448@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Oberlander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Oberlander
8828 1st Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-2904





Jane Reis 
<neworleanscajun@msn
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Reis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Hello,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Jane C Reis

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Reis



290 Harvest Rd
Clinton, AR 72031-7739



Jane Schnee 
<sunwrent@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Schnee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Schnee
1022 Foster Rd Apt A
Sebastian, FL 32958-8658





Jane Siegel 
<siegelwisdom@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Siegel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Siegel
15 Sawmill Rd
Granby, CT 06035-1019





Jane Snider 
<jasnider@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Snider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Snider
24597 Gleneagles Dr
Corona, CA 92883-9285





Jane Thiefels 
<jthiefels@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jane 
Thiefels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jane Thiefels
31 Fairmount Ave
Haverhill, MA 01830-2240





Janeen Hoey 
<janeenhb@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Janeen Hoey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janeen Hoey
PO Box 142
Santa Ynez, CA 93460-0142





Janell Curtis 
<thumper56308@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Janell 
Curtis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janell Curtis
1951 SW Day St
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34953-1743





Janell Kinzie 
<janellkinzie@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Janell 
Kinzie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of the proposed
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The inaptly named NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) (which
has no intention of conserving anything!) is clearly too large to be
correctly evaluated. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. To be considered in any kind of scientific way, the
plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and
ecologically cohesive units.

Equally important is the fact that 50 years is a totally
unreasonable period to grant permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is wholly inappropriate to grant a permit to a
company to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the
future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in
terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host
of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have
proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are
simply inadequate. The time frame for the HCP should be reduced to 5 or
10 years.  On all grounds, this proposal is simply unreasonable and
unsupportable on scientific and environmental grounds.

The proposed NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward
at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate scientific analysis and protective measures for
endangered species and their habitat, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.  And you can be sure that those of us who
support environmental organizations that care about wildlife will be
sending our dollars to ask the courts to stop such incredible abuses.

Put simply, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is
too big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years
to be approved as is.  Please reject this outrageous proposal
immediately



Sincerely,

Janell Kinzie
12003 Berlin Tpke
Lovettsville, VA 20180-1848



Janene Willey 
<janene@bendcable.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Janene Willey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janene Willey
910 NW Greenbrier
Bend, OR 97701-8200





Janet and Mark Thew 
<gavelgoddess@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
and Mark Thew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet and Mark Thew
5572 W Saint Francis Cir
Loomis, CA 95650-7917





Janet Bender 
<tjbender@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Bender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Bender
86 Cherry Tree Farm Rd
Middletown, NJ 07748-1644





Janet Cantwell 
<jntcntwl@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Cantwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Cantwell
2237 W Side Rd
North Conway, NH 03860-5553





Janet Collins 
<gemini400@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Collins
1607 Hilliard Rd
Richmond, VA 23228-4707





Janet Easter 
<evereast@fairpoint.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Easter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janet Easter

ME





Janet Falcone 
<janf@insightbb.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Falcone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Falcone
1907 Sils Ave
Louisville, KY 40205-2137





janet forman 
<giselle351@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to janet 
forman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. janet forman
351 W 24th St
New York, NY 10011-1505





Janet Graham 
<tworedheads2@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janet Graham
5346 Ridgedale Ave
Dallas, TX 75206-6010





Janet Handford 
<handfordjn@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Handford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Handford
55 Kristee Cir
West Warwick, RI 02893-7516





Janet Harris 
<ciconeharris@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Harris
5099 157th St N
Hugo, MN 55038-8810





Janet Herbruck 
<janatraveler@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Herbruck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Herbruck
PO Box 86054
San Diego, CA 92138-6054





Janet Hofmann 
<janethofmann@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Hofmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Hofmann
6755 Heverlo Rd
Sunbury, OH 43074-9553





Janet Kinahan 
<jankinahan@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Kinahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Kinahan
PO Box 711
Yarmouth Port, MA 02675-0711





Janet Kuncl 
<jaykay34@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Kuncl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Kuncl
3 Pine Lake Dr
Collinsville, IL 62234-4918





Janet Martucci 
<auntigen58@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Martucci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Martucci
2891 Northview Dr SW
Roanoke, VA 24015-3933





Janet McCalister 
<natal780@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Janet 
McCalister

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet McCalister
520 Valley View Dr
Paradise, CA 95969-3048





Janet Meredith-Sodimu 
<janafh@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Meredith-Sodimu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Meredith-Sodimu
PO Box 3201
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-3201





Janet Moncure 
<jrmoncure@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Moncure

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Moncure
8055 Rural Point Rd
Mechanicsville, VA 23116-4778





Janet Nesser 
<jaqui.nesser@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Nesser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Nesser
410 Barker St
Florence, KS 66851-1168





Janet potenza 
<bronx13@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Janet 
potenza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet potenza
1805 NW 67th Ave
Margate, FL 33063-2543





Janet Reed 
<janetmariereed74@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Reed
307 Moore St
Stanley, NC 28164-1919





Janet Ruggiero 
<janruggi@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Ruggiero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Ruggiero
70 Clarence Rd
Bellingham, MA 02019-1032





Janet Shipes 
<janetshipes@bellsouth.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Shipes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janet Shipes
9470 Martinique Dr
Cutler Bay, FL 33189-1749





Janet Simms 
<cjmls42@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Simms

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Simms
910 Ronald Ave
Missoula, MT 59801-4326





Janet Steinberg 
<jan811@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Steinberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Steinberg
3310 Shelburne Rd
Baltimore, MD 21208-5625





Janet Trutter 
<jamt1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Trutter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Trutter
1050 N Taylor St Apt 212
Arlington, VA 22201-4728





Janet Ulinski 
<wulinski2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Ulinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Ulinski
24 Stone Fence Rd
Rochester, NY 14626-3113





Janet Watts 
<watts_janet@smc.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Watts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Watts
1320 Princeton St Apt 103
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2416





Janet Yasenchak-Votta 
<freyasbraids@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Janet 
Yasenchak-Votta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Yasenchak-Votta
24904 Mabray Ave
Eastpointe, MI 48021-1467





Janette warren 
<janette.warren@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Janette warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Janette warren
3350 Crestview Dr S
Salem, OR 97302-5909





Janice Cechony 
<jcechony@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Cechony

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janice Cechony
60 1st Ave Apt 12h
New York, NY 10009-7336





Janice Croteau 
<cnjcroteau@windstrea
m.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Croteau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Croteau
3333 Henneberry Rd
Jamesville, AL 35222





Janice Hallman 
<jrhallman65@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Hallman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Hallman
5355 Anderlie Ln
Saint Paul, MN 55110-5806





Janice Hayne 
<bbowlz@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Hayne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Hayne
15535 100th St N
Stillwater, MN 55082-3405





Janice Holkup 
<jholkup@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Holkup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janice Holkup
1147 N 93rd St
Seattle, WA 98103-3303





Janice Marich 
<lil_lady_jm@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Marich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janice Marich
6559 Canmore Ct
Brighton, MI 48114-7417





Janice Mills 
<mzzzbutterfly@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Mills

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Mills
212 Monte Vista Ave
Charlottesville, VA 22903-4119





Janice Rogers 
<thepenspeaks@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Rogers
PO Box 3413
Port Arthur, TX 77643-3413





Janice seipel 
<loujany@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Janice seipel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janice seipel
lookout point
triangle, VA 22172





Janice Sporrong 
<janice@sonomamoney
matters.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Sporrong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Sporrong
311 Nicoli Ln
Sonoma, CA 95476-6824





Janice Taylor 
<taylorjf56@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Janice Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Taylor
107 Welch Ave
Talladega, AL 35160-3799





janie freeman 
<janielfree@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to janie 
freeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. janie freeman
750 Weaver Dairy Rd Apt 1218
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-1434





Janie Huhta 
<sisuranch@citlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Janie 
Huhta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janie Huhta
2251 Holm Rd
Cromwell, MN 55726-8035





Janis Miesen 
<savrpolarbears@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Janis 
Miesen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janis Miesen
5127 NE 30th Ave
Portland, OR 97211-6931





Janna Jennings 
<jan_jennings@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Janna 
Jennings

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Janna Jennings

Sincerely,

Ms. Janna Jennings



706 S Division St
Walla Walla, WA 99362-3355



janna piper 
<jaqalthehybrid@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to janna 
piper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. janna piper
PO Box 15072
Portland, OR 97293-5072





Janus Wilhelm 
<knightowl2003@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Janus 
Wilhelm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janus Wilhelm
2494 Phipps Ln NE
Salem, OR 97305-1956





Jaoana Dean 
<dean90066@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jaoana Dean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jaoana Dean
74 Six Flags Cir
Buellton, CA 93427-9521





Jaquelin Pearson 
<jaquelinpearson@earth
link.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jaquelin Pearson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jaquelin Pearson
1564 Rubenstein Ave
Cardiff, CA 92007-2436





Jared Fuller 
<jgillenfuller@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jared 
Fuller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jared Fuller
636 W 200 S
Provo, UT 84601-4206





Jared hickle 
<mofarmboy@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jared 
hickle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jared hickle
PO Box 94
Vermont, IL 61484-0094





Jared Katsiane 
<katsiane@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jared 
Katsiane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jared Katsiane
671 Massachusetts Ave
Boston, MA 02118-4039





Jason Berry 
<jason@jasonberry.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Berry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Berry
3206 23rd St N
Arlington, VA 22201-4309





Jason Bowman 
<xyamuchax@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Bowman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Bowman
4361 Turnbridge Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823-1931





Jason Creech 
<creech79692@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Creech

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Creech
2810 Ivanhoe Ln
Abilene, TX 79605-6615





Jason Dienhart 
<dienhar2@illinois.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Dienhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Dienhart
203 Parkside Ln
Oswego, IL 60543-8210





Jason Evans 
<jasntoddy@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Evans
151 S Pleasant Grove Blvd Unit 1
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062-2161





Jason Lindsay 
<we46and2@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Lindsay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Lindsay
4545A Wharf Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-2131





Jason Palmer 
<jason@palmer.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Palmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Palmer
41 Shore Dr
Huntington, NY 11743-1322





Jason Reed 
<jreed99@frontier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Reed
93690 Stadden Ln
Coos Bay, OR 97420-6244





Jason Triefenbach 
<crowetbrooks@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Triefenbach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jason Triefenbach
15 Mildred Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-3129





Jason Varvas 
<jvarvas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Varvas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Varvas
24 Muirfield
Dove Canyon, CA 92679-3420





Jason Williams 
<jason@hyaets.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Williams
2904 Tuckaseegee Rd
Charlotte, NC 28208-3946





Jason Yawn 
<harbinger79@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jason 
Yawn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Yawn
7706 Annandale Mains Ct
Annandale, VA 22003-2430





Jaunges Kaune 
<jaungeskaune@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jaunges Kaune

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jaunges Kaune
399 1/2 Main St
Wadsworth, OH 44281-1349





Javier guachalla 
<silentecaminante@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Javier 
guachalla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Javier guachalla
2222 colorado avenue
boulder, CO 80303





Javier Rivera 
<ljavierrivera@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Javier 
Rivera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Javier Rivera
96 Edgefield Dr
Morris Plains, NJ 07950-1964





Javier Rivera 
<javierocker@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Javier 
Rivera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Javier Rivera
55 S 3rd St
Brooklyn, NY 11249-5128





Javier Rivera 
<javierocker@cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Javier 
Rivera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Javier Rivera
55 S 3rd St
Brooklyn, NY 11249-5128





Jay Holmes 
<jholmes@igc.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jay 
Holmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. Blanket multi-year multi-region agreements are
dangerous and should not be signed on to. If the changes in our
understandings of ecology, species distribution, climate change and
ecological services over 50 years are any indication, signing on to
this sort of agreement for the next 50 years is truly a shot in the
dark of scientific ignorance.

Sincerely,

Jay Holmes



3657 Broadway Apt 2c
New York, NY 10031-2515



Jay Howell 
<jah10@cornell.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jay 
Howell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jay Howell
516 Hector St
Ithaca, NY 14850-2028





Jay Sherwood 
<the.crawling.chaos.nya
rlathotep@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jay 
Sherwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jay Sherwood
4944 Jersey Ave N
Crystal, MN 55428-4360





jay stankiewicz 
<jays6915@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to jay 
stankiewicz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. jay stankiewicz
6915 Shook Ave
Dallas, TX 75214-3823





Jay Sullivan 
<drjaysullivan@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Jay 
Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jay Sullivan
7710 61st Ave NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335-7459





Jayanni Webster 
<jwebst16@utk.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jayanni Webster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jayanni Webster
1300 Knotty Pine Way Apt 1324
Knoxville, TN 37920-2072





Jayne McGuire 
<jmcguire@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jayne 
McGuire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jayne McGuire
6624 La Jolla Blvd
La Jolla, CA 92037-6018





Jayson Luu 
<jays_ha@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jayson Luu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jayson Luu
10455 62nd Ave S
Seattle, WA 98178-2340





jcdil <jcdil@aol.com>

11/17/2011 11:42 PM

To: "permitsR3ES@fws.gov" <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: Please deny NiSource a permit to kill endangered species!

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife:

I am writing today to strongly urge you to deny NiSource a permit to  
kill endangered species along a 15,000
mile corridor for a pipeline. This permit request is outrageous.

Plead deny this permit on behalf of endangered species who have the  
right to survive. These species need strong support and companies  
should not be given loopholes to kill them on behalf of profits.

It is becoming clear that species diversity is increasingly at risk in  
this
country. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Agency must do it's part in  
protecting wildlife, not allowing it to be destroyed for profit or  
greed.

Thank you for listening.

Sincerely,

Christine Dildine, Ph.D.



Jd Kalish 
<jdkalish@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jd 
Kalish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jd Kalish
556 Neva Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90042-2145





Jean Allgood 
<allgood.jean10@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Allgood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Allgood
3122 Alpine Ct
Iowa City, IA 52245-5400





Jean Andrews 
<jeanandrews1128@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Andrews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Andrews
115 Eastern Pkwy Apt 2a
Brooklyn, NY 11238-6086





Jean Ashton 
<ashtonality@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Ashton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Ashton
668 N Coast Hwy # 319
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1513





Jean Barry 
<jean.j.barry@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Barry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jean Barry
161 Nathan Ln
Carlisle, MA 01741-1340





Jean Boyd 
<stmeantime@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Boyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Boyd
2614 E 44th Ave
Spokane, WA 99223-4460





Jean Cheesman 
<bjwych@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Cheesman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Cheesman
1111 Garcia Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-2127





Jean Colombo 
<txcolombo@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Colombo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Colombo
3349 Esters Rd
Irving, TX 75062-7796





jean copley 
<jacjac5050@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to jean 
copley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. jean copley
5896 Townline Road 187
New London, OH 44851-9409





Jean Digby 
<digby46@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Digby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Digby
3833 Botanical Ave
Saint Louis, MO 63110-4003





Jean Doyle 
<jean.k.doyle@surfnetu
sa.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Doyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Doyle
131 Anita St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4718





Jean Duncan 
<jeany101@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Duncan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Duncan

San Francisco, CA 94110-7801





Jean Hopkins 
<jeanhop@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Hopkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Hopkins
5010 Hampden Ln
Bethesda, MD 20814-2309





Jean Kaiwi 
<jeankaiwi@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Kaiwi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Kaiwi
1781 Sunset Cliffs Blvd
San Diego, CA 92107-3217





Jean Lewandowski 
<jlewando@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Lewandowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Lewandowski
35485 County 39
Laporte, MN 56461-4049





jean louis 
<xhina33@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to jean 
louis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. jean louis
310 Main St Apt 3
Great Barrington, MA 01230-1614





"Jean L. Corcoran" 
<jlcmlg@tampabay.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "Jean 
L. Corcoran"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean L. Corcoran
514 N Disston Ave
Tarpon Springs, FL 34689-4022





Jean Manly 
<jmanly@hawaii.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Manly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Manly
5556 Opihi St
Honolulu, HI 96821-1926





Jean Mansour 
<jeanvictor@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Mansour

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Mansour
12770 Pacific Ave Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90066-8113





Jean Marie Naples 
<jnaples@jhsph.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Marie Naples

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jean Marie Naples
9 Benson St
West Haverstraw, NY 10993-1302





Jean Mitchell 
<jmjmitchell@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Mitchell
9 Honeysuckle Ln
Ridgefield, CT 06877-3319





Jean Norman 
<jvnorman@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Norman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Norman
16280 Southampton St
Livonia, MI 48154-2518





Jean Roberts 
<jeannier@tds.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Roberts
1004 Yale Rd
Madison, WI 53705-2131





Jean Schwartz 
<jeansown@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jean 
Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Schwartz
21 Seven Oaks Ln
Brewster, NY 10509-1609





"Jean St. George" 
<jeanszg@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to "Jean 
St. George"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean St. George
300 Broadway
Dobbs Ferry, NY 10522-2138





Jeanette French 
<yonder@frontiernet.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanette French

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanette French
437 Tuscawilla Dr
Charles Town, WV 25414-5306





Jeanie Anderson 
<jeanie.anderson@earth
link.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanie Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanie Anderson
14407 Corte Morea
San Diego, CA 92129-3812





Jeanine Moret 
<alisos@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanine Moret

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanine Moret
1565 Sycamore Canyon Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-1710





Jeanne Bergman 
<wheedle@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Bergman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeanne Bergman
20 E 9th St
New York, NY 10003-5944





jeanne busacco 
<jbusacco@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
jeanne busacco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. jeanne busacco
1 Hunters Green Ct
Durham, NC 27712-8968





Jeanne Curtis 
<alanrube@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Curtis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Curtis
240 School Hill Rd
Goshen, CT 06756-1433





Jeanne Faust 
<faustjd@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Faust

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Faust
2951 Kingsmark Ct
Abingdon, MD 21009-1923





jeanne hobert 
<jhobert@hvc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
jeanne hobert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. jeanne hobert
126 Woodland Dr
Hurley, NY 12443-6237





Jeanne Koenigsreuter  
<jkjeanne159@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Koenigsreuter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Koenigsreuter
1429 co hwy 31
Cooperstown, NY 13326





Jeanne Long 
<jeanne_618@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Long

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeanne Long
1842 Columbia Rd
Westlake, OH 44145-3355





Jeanne Munoz 
<jnemunoz@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Munoz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeanne Munoz
175 21st Ave Apt 205
San Francisco, CA 94121-1259





Jeanne Pallen 
<jeannepallen@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Pallen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeanne Pallen
17 Weyburn Way
Fairport, NY 14450-3129





jeanne palomino 
<palominox@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
jeanne palomino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. jeanne palomino
175 W 87th St Apt 20d
New York, NY 10024-2909





Jeanne Scherer 
<jsch802@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Scherer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Scherer
N5680 County Road Q
Jefferson, WI 53549-9433





Jeanne Stulb 
<stulb1585@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Stulb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Stulb
80181 Oak Dr
Folsom, LA 70437-3237





Jeanne Zang 
<jeannesz49@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeanne Zang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Zang
30 Victory Ln
Leetsdale, PA 15056-1215





Jeannette Welling 
<bongodrum@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannette Welling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannette Welling
2450 Pleasant Way Unit G
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3274





Jeannie Okamoto 
<jeannieo10@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannie Okamoto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannie Okamoto
76567 W 2nd St
Oakridge, OR 97463-2012





Jeannine Bottorff  
<jeannine1101@cox.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannine Bottorff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannine Bottorff
6222 Mori St
Mclean, VA 22101-3151





Jeannine Bressie 
<jeannine@bressie.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannine Bressie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannine Bressie
719 Yulupa Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-6801





Jeannine Hanibal 
<jlhanibal@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannine Hanibal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannine Hanibal
3442 80th St
Jackson Hts, NY 11372-2708





Jeannine Heitmann 
<hilow@hvc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannine Heitmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeannine Heitmann
4 Hill Rd
Washingtonvle, NY 10992-1261





Jeannine Mendrola 
<mendrola@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannine Mendrola

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeannine Mendrola
14 Willowbrook Rd
Broomall, PA 19008-1746





Jeannine Vickery 
<provick1@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jeannine Vickery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jeannine Vickery

MI





Jeff Cox 
<jcox68@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Cox
200 Harris Rd
Apt A1
East Peoria, IL 61611-6206





Jeff Crider 
<jcrider1@neo.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Crider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Crider
249 Patrick John Dr
Wadsworth, OH 44281-8249





Jeff Dawson 
<jdawson_futurevision@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Dawson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Dawson
70 E Brooklyn Ave
Pontiac, MI 48340-1206





Jeff Deal 
<deal99@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Deal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Deal
220 Tall Timber Trl
Boone, NC 28607-3643





Jeff Dinger 
<jeff.dinger@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Dinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Dinger
222 Oak Valley Dr
Bel Air, MD 21014-5941





Jeff Fellows 
<jeff.fellows@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Fellows

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Fellows
681 13th Ave NW
New Brighton, MN 55112-4231





Jeff hall 
<cafejeff@coho.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Don't let NiSource "frack up" our environment for cheap fuel.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff hall
14716 NW Orchardale Rd
Forest Grove, OR 97116-8150





Jeff johnson 
<jeff.newlook@wavecab
le.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff johnson
7908 vancouver dr
sacramento, CA 95691





Jeff Komisarof 
<jeffrey.komisarof@uph
s.upenn.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Komisarof

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeff Komisarof
9033 Rouen Ln
Potomac, MD 20854-3135





Jeff Larsen 
<jefflarsen90024@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Larsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Larsen
PO Box 492371
Los Angeles, CA 90049-8371





Jeff McConaughy 
<jefferator@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
McConaughy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff McConaughy



Jeff McDonald 
<jmcdonald777@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
McDonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff McDonald
2030 N Vermont Ave Apt 8
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1933





Jeff McHenry 
<jeffm22@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
McHenry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff McHenry
18662 Santa Irene St
Fountain Valley, CA 92708-6343





Jeff Nach 
<momslikeuchoosejeff@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Nach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Nach
394 Paterson Ave
E Rutherford, NJ 07073-1339





Jeff Pantukhoff  
<whaleman@maui.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Pantukhoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Pantukhoff
PO Box 1670
Lahaina, HI 96767-1670





Jeff Sluiter 
<jsluiter@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Sluiter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeff Sluiter
1862 Southpointe Ter
Eagan, MN 55122-2285





Jeff Stout 
<thestouter@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Stout

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Stout
24 W Court St
Cincinnati, OH 45202-1062





Jeff Walton 
<jeff.walton@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jeff 
Walton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Walton
19955 Poplar St
Bend, OR 97702-9114





Jeffery Young 
<jyoung108@rochester.r
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffery Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffery Young
2792 Saint Paul Blvd
Rochester, NY 14617-3711





Jeffrey Christo 
<jeffreychristo@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Christo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Christo
1521 Alton Rd
# 441
Miami Beach, FL 33139-3301





Jeffrey Crowe 
<jkcrowe63@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Crowe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Crowe
6300 W Tropicana Ave Trlr 38
Las Vegas, NV 89103-4417





Jeffrey Eaton 
<american2006@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Eaton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Eaton
1714 SE 43rd Ter
Topeka, KS 66609-1725





Jeffrey Egolf 
<jeffegolf@surewest.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Egolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Egolf
524 Alola St
Roseville, CA 95678-1802





Jeffrey Findeis 
<stynqueone@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Findeis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Findeis
1140 E 3rd St Apt 4
Long Beach, CA 90802-3522





Jeffrey Hoffman 
<sparkyo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Hoffman
3369 H St
Eureka, CA 95503-5362





Jeffrey Hurwitz 
<jahurwitzhome@cs.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Hurwitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Hurwitz
582 - 42nd Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121-2531





"jeffrey j.a. paul" 
<jjaphx@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"jeffrey j.a. paul"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. jeffrey j.a. paul
125 Tiffany Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-4919





Jeffrey McKay 
<beyourowncoach@sbc
global.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey McKay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey McKay
647 Redwood Ave
Corte Madera, CA 94925-1333





"Jeffrey N. McMahan" 
<jmcmahan@ucla.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Jeffrey N. McMahan"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey N. McMahan
1430 Amherst Ave Apt 10
Los Angeles, CA 90025-0359





Jeffrey Plate 
<jplate2@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Plate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Plate
50 Macombers Way
Marshfield, MA 02050-6021





Jeffrey Quillinan 
<shazam.cap@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Quillinan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Quillinan
841 Linda Ln
Barstow, CA 92311-2653





Jeffrey Sbonek 
<jfsbonttearth@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Sbonek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Sbonek
PO Box 16
Point Baker, AK 99927-0016





Jeffrey Solow 
<solowcello@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Solow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The HCP covers an area that is too large: 9.8 million acres in 14
states and over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor. This
area may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered,
threatened and candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into
several ecologically cohesive units.

50 years is far too long a timeframe as no one knows what the status of
the affected species may be in terms of a whole host of factors. The
timeframe should be reduced to 10 or 15 years. If HCP goes forward at
all, it needs to be done right as it will establish a precedent for
other corporations.

NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Solow
7914 Park Ave
Elkins Park, PA 19027-2629



Jeffrey Wallace 
<jwall4367@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Wallace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Hay, you folks are old enough to remember Nancy Regan, remember what
she said???? JUST SAY NO

NO

NO to the big oil no to endangering our wild life. NO NO NO

Call me if you need me to make this more clear. NO



Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Wallace
3227 Preston Hills Cir
Prosper, TX 75078-9307



Jeffrey Zabik 
<jeffzabik@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeffrey Zabik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Zabik
21 Bridge St
Topsham, ME 04086-1944





Jen Fox 
<jen_voya@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jen 
Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Fox
2382 Santa Barbara Dr
Santa Fe, NM 87505-5743





Jen Lesher 
<lesher@inch.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jen 
Lesher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jen Lesher
222 Miramonte Street
Chesterfield, VA 23832





Jen londre 
<jlondre@roadrunner.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jen 
londre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jen londre
363 Broadway
Bangor, ME 04401-3925





Jen Ross 
<tiggycatgirl@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jen 
Ross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Ross
724 N. 8th street
Osceola, WI 54020





Jen Schnabel 
<jen.schnabel@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jen 
Schnabel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Schnabel
1416 W 34th St Apt 5
Minneapolis, MN 55408-3840





Jenann Leslie 
<jd_leslie@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jenann Leslie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jenann Leslie
2904 Tower Dr
Marshall, TX 75672-7656





Jenifer Horne 
<jenifermae70@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jenifer Horne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenifer Horne
1459 E Main St
Apt 207
Madison, WI 53703-3065





Jenn Rosenberg 
<jennrosenberg77@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jenn 
Rosenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenn Rosenberg
910 Page St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2319





Jenna DeGuisseppe 
<jennalynnd@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jenna 
DeGuisseppe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenna DeGuisseppe
6 Orchard Neck Rd
Center Moriches, NY 11934-3607





Jenna Grunwald 
<roxyprincezz1198@sbc
global.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jenna 
Grunwald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenna Grunwald
15022 Rivercrest Dr
Sterling Heights, MI 48312-4459





Jenna Teague 
<jlou1225@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jenna 
Teague

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Jenna Teague
300 Signal Hill Ct S
North Wales, PA 19454-2094





Jennfer Zdziebko 
<zdziebko@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennfer Zdziebko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennfer Zdziebko
802 Ronald Ave
Missoula, MT 59801-4329





Jennifer Adams 
<jen_0219@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Adams
6400 Bunker Rd
North Royalton, OH 44133-1820





Jennifer Arab 
<jennifersarab@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Arab

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Arab
1315 Kirkwood Dr Apt 803
Fort Collins, CO 80525-1984





Jennifer Braun 
<jennifer.rose64@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Braun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Braun
2199 NE 50th Way
Hillsboro, OR 97124-6005





Jennifer Brethauer 
<denverbabe99@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Brethauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Brethauer
5918 Summerset Ave
Longmont, CO 80504-5560





Jennifer Cecere 
<jgc6251@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Cecere

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Cecere
1448 SE Way Dr
Port Orchard, WA 98367-9438





Jennifer Drake 
<drake.jenn@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Drake

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Drake
2363 N 65th St
Wauwatosa, WI 53213-1426





Jennifer Dreyer 
<jcdrey@vims.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Dreyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Dreyer
9 Creekmere Cv
Newport News, VA 23603-1358





Jennifer Dunham 
<whitenebula@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Dunham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Dunham
13499 Arvidson Rd
Chino, CA 91710-4778





Jennifer Ezell 
<jgezell@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Ezell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Ezell
13080 Sunmor Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-3938





Jennifer Griffith  
<jbgrif@mindspring.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Griffith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Griffith
902 Park Ridge Rd Apt A4
Durham, NC 27713-9324





Jennifer Hall 
<jenniferdumashall@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Hall
124 Loaldo Drive
Sedona, AZ 86336





Jennifer Hatton 
<jen7hatton@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Hatton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Hatton
3449 Cheetah Dr
Loveland, CO 80537-3746





Jennifer Hill 
<jennifer_ann_hill@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Hill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Hill
106 N West St
Westerville, OH 43081-1418





Jennifer Ibrahim 
<jennifer.ibrahim@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Ibrahim

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Ibrahim

Washington, DC 20024-4336





Jennifer Johnson 
<jenn276@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Johnson
602 Belmont Ave
Charlottesville, VA 22902-5712





Jennifer Kelly 
<jenarkitek@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Kelly
820 Coventry Rd
Kensington, CA 94707-1411





Jennifer Kelly 
<guinvere@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Kelly
1750 University Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3143





Jennifer Kliese 
<jennkliese@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Kliese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Kliese
2705 Gull Harbor Rd NE
Olympia, WA 98506-2860





Jennifer Kosloske 
<jlkosloske@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Kosloske

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Kosloske
4237 S Burrell St
Milwaukee, WI 53207-5003





Jennifer Lockett  
<lockettjk@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Lockett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Lockett
1025 NE 96th St
Seattle, WA 98115-2221





Jennifer Lovelady 
<wolfenbrat@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Lovelady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Lovelady
5042 SE 75th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-4308





Jennifer Lunden 
<jleelunden@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Lunden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Lunden
74 Grant St # 2
Portland, ME 04101-2214





Jennifer Matthews 
<mslee@vermontel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Matthews
85 Branch Brook Rd
Mount Holly, VT 05758-9670





Jennifer Matzke 
<j.matzke@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Matzke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Matzke
475 Christy Crk Apt 11
Morehead, KY 40351-9483





Jennifer McKinnis 
<jlmckinnis@clear.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer McKinnis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer McKinnis
Withheld
Hermiston, OR 97838





Jennifer Nitz 
<grizzalo@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Nitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register comments regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big.
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles
of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately 100
federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. The strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are inadequate. The
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

The NiSource's request puts too many endangered species at risk for too
many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Nitz
802 E Front
Missoula, MT 59802-4705



Jennifer Patterson 
<jennpatt@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Patterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Patterson
3534 Jackdaw St
San Diego, CA 92103-3836





Jennifer Pawlitschek 
<jenjoy511@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Pawlitschek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Pawlitschek
1621 65th St Apt D3
Brooklyn, NY 11204-3620





Jennifer Perone 
<endora6398@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Perone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jennifer Perone
37540 Geiger Rd
Zephyrhills, FL 33542-1864





jennifer pilholski  
<jnc5000@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
jennifer pilholski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. jennifer pilholski
7837 Paddock Way
Windsor Mill, MD 21244-1290





Jennifer Pina 
<jennifermariepina@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Pina

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Pina
1921 S Shenandoah St Apt 8
Los Angeles, CA 90034-8604





Jennifer Pritchard 
<mpritch735@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Pritchard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Pritchard
530 Gray Park Dr
Fostoria, OH 44830-1626





Jennifer Ryan 
<jeninmontana50@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Ryan
4377 Badger Rd
Stevensville, MT 59870-6386





Jennifer Sheetz 
<jennifer_sheetz@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Sheetz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Sheetz
PO Box 822443
North Richland Hills, TX 76182-2443





Jennifer Shields 
<sweetjennigirl@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Shields

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Shields
304 Clinton St
Lockport, NY 14094-2410





Jennifer Smith 
<live2ride2live750@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Smith
7028 Via Anacapa
San Jose, CA 95139-1116





Jennifer Smith 
<smithjj3@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Smith
1402 Richmond Ave Apt 306
Houston, TX 77006-5323





Jennifer Smith 
<smith780@msu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Smith
2303 Devonshire Ave
Lansing, MI 48910-3546





Jennifer Sukup 
<pocketjen@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Sukup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Sukup
8 Hillside Ave
Airmont, NY 10952-4803





"Jennifer S." 
<bignarutofan19@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Jennifer S."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer S.
8713 Castle Hill Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89129-7668





Jennifer Toth 
<toes2toes@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Toth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Toth
19842 Holly Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91350





Jennifer Victor 
<jvictor@thevictorfirm.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Victor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Victor
2897 N Druid Hills Rd NE # 252
Atlanta, GA 30329-3924





Jennifer Wiley 
<jennifermhw@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Wiley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Wiley
PO Box 492
Madison, NH 03849-0492





Jennifer Willenberg 
<jwillenberg@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Willenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Willenberg
936 N Riley Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46201-2848





Jennifer Wittlinger  
<jjsingleton@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Wittlinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Wittlinger
3353 Willow Brook Ct
Steamboat Springs, CO 80487-1811





Jennifer Worrell  
<jw3279@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Worrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Worrell
6704 W Albion Ave
# 2
Niles, IL 60714-4470





Jennifer Zambruk 
<jkthompson@ccmclend
ing.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jennifer Zambruk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jennifer Zambruk
7728 Hawks Nest Trl
Littleton, CO 80125-9293





Jenniffer menten 
<jollyjenniffer24@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Jenniffer menten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenniffer menten
222 River St
Waltham, MA 02453-6565





jenny eilers 
<jennykay89@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to jenny 
eilers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. jenny eilers
938 W Bonita Ave
Amarillo, TX 79108-5002





Jenny Garden 
<jnnyg@zipcon.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jenny 
Garden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Covering 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000
miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, it can affect approximately
100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The
plan needs to be partitioned into several more geographically and
ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to cover endangered
species. Neither NiSource or the FWS can know what the impacts of the
pipeline or other threats to species may be decades from now. It is
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species a half century into the future, when no one knows what their
status may be due to climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or
a host of other factors. The strategies that NiSource and FWS have
proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to a
maximum of 10 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. The fact is that there will be accidents. To
think otherwise is foolhardy. If this plan gets approved without
adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then other
corporations will be emboldened to follow suit, and the impact will be
immeasurable and irreversible.

NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk for too many years to be approved as is. I ask that present plans
be put on hold while additional studies are done and alternative plans
are offered.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenny Garden
1545 NW 57th St Unit 613
Seattle, WA 98107-5642





Jenny Goodnough 
<jenny@peak.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Jenny 
Goodnough

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenny Goodnough
1973 Pierce St
Eugene, OR 97405-1618





Jenny Langham 
<jenny.langham@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jenny 
Langham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jenny Langham
3332 Camino Cielo Vista
Santa Fe, NM 87507-4800





Jenny Osborn 
<jennyosborn@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jenny 
Osborn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenny Osborn
3932 NE Cesar E Chavez Blvd
Portland, OR 97212-1924





Jeremy Del Nero 
<delhero@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jeremy Del Nero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Del Nero
31 Hallock St Apt 1
Amherst, MA 01002-2056





jeremy henry 
<punisher_jeremy@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
jeremy henry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. jeremy henry
2830 SE Colt Dr Apt 269
Portland, OR 97202-9409





Jeremy Lopez 
<lopez.jeremy@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jeremy Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Lopez
16 Brevoort Rd
Chappaqua, NY 10514-3504





Jeremy Lucha 
<jclucha@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jeremy Lucha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Lucha
2953 Meridien Cir
Union City, CA 94587-1675





Jeremy Parsons 
<jeremy1510@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeremy Parsons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Parsons
55 Sharon Rd
Apt B10
Robbinsville, NJ 08691-1319





Jeri Pollock 
<jeripollock@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jeri 
Pollock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeri Pollock
590 Buena Loma St
Altadena, CA 91001-3006





Jeri Rossi 
<jericain23@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jeri 
Rossi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Jeri Rossi
2202 Bryant St
San Francisco, CA 94110-2834





Jeriann Schriner 
<rubystarlight@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jeriann Schriner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeriann Schriner
1521 7th Ave SW
Olympia, WA 98502-5251





Jerome Garger 
<j.garger@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jerome Garger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerome Garger
PO Box 567
Yachats, OR 97498-0567





Jerome Roth 
<jerome_roth@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jerome Roth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerome Roth
1912 S River Dr
Tempe, AZ 85281-6118





Jerome Schaack 
<jerry.schaack@ucdenv
er.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jerome Schaack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerome Schaack
7804 E 9th Ave
Denver, CO 80230-7086





Jerri Mariott 
<msilpa@pol.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jerri 
Mariott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jerri Mariott
5947 Sherwood Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2047





Jerry Banks 
<jbanks4710@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Banks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Banks
1108 Ashbury Dr
Decatur, GA 30030-4172





Jerry Calhoun 
<justsayknowtobs@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Calhoun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Calhoun
PO Box 2098
Lakeside, AZ 85929-2098





Jerry Eskew 
<sanjer01@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Eskew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Eskew
2700 Laguna Shores Ln
Las Vegas, NV 89121-3934





Jerry Golden 
<jeribou@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Golden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jerry Golden
307 S Sherman St
Clinton, IL 61727-2512





Jerry Hughes 
<jerrymhughes@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Hughes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Hughes
2810 Union St Apt 14
San Diego, CA 92103-6058





Jerry Mastriano 
<genari@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Mastriano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Mastriano
718 Burns St
Forest Hills, NY 11375-6134





Jerry Mylius 
<j.mylius@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Mylius

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Mylius
1702 Fawn Dr
Austin, TX 78741-3707





Jerry Peavy 
<pvphoto@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Peavy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Peavy
2111 Algonkin Ave
Chico, CA 95926-2518





Jerry Sipe 
<jersipe@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Jerry 
Sipe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Sipe
PO Box 773
Lawrence, KS 66044-0773





Jess Yaryan 
<jyaryan@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Jess 
Yaryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I wish to voice several concerns regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe of the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jess Yaryan
4943 Victor St
Dallas, TX 75214-5436





"Jesse C. Iii Suter" 
<jcs@shentel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
"Jesse C. Iii Suter"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse C. Iii Suter
PO Box 185
Edinburg, VA 22824-0185





Jesse Dubinsky 
<ginchy1019@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jesse 
Dubinsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Dubinsky
162 Rolling Way
Peekskill, NY 10566-2470





Jesse Gore 
<jessegore@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jesse 
Gore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Gore
2411 Chapel Ave
Nashville, TN 37206-2229





Jesse Knight 
<jwinthrop1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jesse 
Knight

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Knight
111 Locust St Apt 47-A2
Woburn, MA 01801-3889





"Jesse Suit, Jr." 
<jmsuit@fast.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Jesse Suit, Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Suit, Jr.
PO Box 4321
Bethlehem, PA 18018-0321





Jesse Windom 
<jlrider151@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jesse 
Windom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jesse Windom
3041 N Sheffield Ave
Apt 3
Chicago, IL 60657-4466





Jessica Bader 
<jessica.ashlee.bader@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Bader

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Bader
121 E 31st St
New York, NY 10016-6834





Jessica Bumbolo 
<jlbumbolo@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Bumbolo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Bumbolo
449 Deborah Dr
Utica, NY 13502-2123





Jessica Castellon 
<jessmcastellon@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Castellon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Castellon



Jessica Cresseveur 
<jmcress@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Cresseveur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Cresseveur
2834 Charlestown Rd Apt 6
New Albany, IN 47150-2593





Jessica Fishman 
<jessfishey@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Fishman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Fishman
288 Edwards Village Blvd, 11C
Edwards, CO 81632





Jessica Gladstone 
<jrgladstone@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Gladstone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Gladstone
2819 29th St NW
Washington, DC 20008-4111





Jessica Hise 
<jijihise@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Hise

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Hise
6632 San Luis Obispo Ave NE
Albuquerque, NM 87109-5623





Jessica Lawrence 
<jessicamlawrence@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Lawrence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Lawrence
401 Maewen Cir
Apt 3
Russellville, AR 72802-1987





Jessica Levin 
<jessica.levin@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Levin
8102 21st Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115-4508





Jessica Macomber 
<jessmacomber@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Macomber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Macomber
74 King St # 2
Scarborough, ME 04074-9290





Jessica Munton 
<bluedragon20@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Munton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Munton
2 Hilltop Ln
Columbia, IL 62236-1544





Jessica Ramirez 
<devotchkax@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Ramirez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jessica Ramirez
6621 W 86th Pl
Apt 108
Westchester, CA 90045-3763





Jessica Rocheleau 
<lovetwolves@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Rocheleau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Rocheleau
9470 Ranchview Ln N
Maple Grove, MN 55369-4421





Jessica Samaras 
<jsamaras1@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Samaras

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Samaras
65 Euclid Ave
Ardsley, NY 10502-2517





Jessica Sheu 
<jesssheu@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Sheu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jessica Sheu
22340 Regnart Rd
Cupertino, CA 95014-4825





Jessica VanDerBeck 
<vespertinestars@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica VanDerBeck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica VanDerBeck
8 Michael Townsend Ct
Newark, DE 19702-1140





Jessica Warzoha 
<jwarzoha@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Warzoha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Warzoha

CT





Jessica Wolfe 
<jesswolfe@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Wolfe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Wolfe
699 Gravenstein Hwy N Apt 24
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2832





Jessica Young 
<smoungs@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jessica Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Young
1006 Graybar Ln
Nashville, TN 37204-3213





Jessie Matrullo 
<ladybirdjessie@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jessie 
Matrullo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessie Matrullo
335 E 239th St
Bronx, NY 10470-1811





Jessina Vandatta 
<jessinamercy@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jessina Vandatta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jessina Vandatta
96 1/2 N Grand St
Eugene, OR 97402-4335





jessy jones 
<jessyleejones@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to jessy 
jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. jessy jones
1031 sierra ln
verdi, NV 89502





Jesus Hernandez 
<t2rios@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jesus 
Hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesus Hernandez
PO Box 233
Rutherford, CA 94573-0233





Jewell Hargleroad 
<jewellspalding@mac.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jewell 
Hargleroad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jewell Hargleroad
27647 Fairview Ave
Hayward, CA 94542-2219





Ji-Young Kim 
<jiyoungk98@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ji-Young Kim

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ji-Young Kim
19230 25th Ave SE
Bothell, WA 98012-6968





Jill and Richard Berliner  
<jillberliner@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jill 
and Richard Berliner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jill and Richard Berliner
80 Grove St
Mount Kisco, NY 10549-2908





Jill Badyrka 
<jbadryrka@snet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Badyrka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Badyrka
170 Henry Ave
Stratford, CT 06614-4577





Jill Davine 
<jsdavine@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Davine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Davine
4047 La Salle Ave
Culver City, CA 90232-3207





Jill Kotch 
<chillyjillyri@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Kotch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jill Kotch
46 Cardinal Ln
Wakefield, RI 02879-2813





Jill Lefkowitz 
<jdlefkowitz@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Lefkowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jill Lefkowitz
2120 N 34th Ave
Hollywood, FL 33021-4305





Jill Malin 
<jpmalin@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Malin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jill Malin
85 Beechnut Rd
Westwood, MA 02090-3303





Jill medow 
<info@thejoyofsinging.c
om.au>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jill 
medow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jill medow
24906 S Mooncrest Dr
Sun Lakes, AZ 85248-9009





jill nord 
<jillanord@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to jill 
nord

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. jill nord
7715 62nd St
Glendale, NY 11385-6809





Jill Rabne 
<jill_rabne@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Rabne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jill Rabne
21392 S Woodland Rd
Shaker Heights, OH 44122-3024





Jill Ransom RN 
<sierramoon@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Ransom RN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Ransom RN
2161 Vale St
Reno, NV 89509-1839





Jill Timm 
<jtimm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jill 
Timm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Timm
10 Cove Ave S Apt 11
Wenatchee, WA 98801-2565





Jillian Wilkowski  
<poetjilly@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jillian 
Wilkowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jillian Wilkowski
270 Palm Ave
Woodland, CA 95695-2881





Jim Berger 
<mij49@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Berger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Berger
5041 Galen Rd
Wolcott, NY 14590-9325





Jim Cronin 
<jjcro2112@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Cronin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Cronin
PO Box 9544
Spokane, WA 99209-9544





Jim Handy 
<23jimhandy@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Handy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Handy
909 Maplewood Ave
Takoma Park, MD 20912-7728





Jim Henrichs 
<jahnomad@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Henrichs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Henrichs
615 Ridgeview Dr
Johnson City, TN 37604-1623





Jim Howard 
<jthoward3@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Howard
2579 Stansberry Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-2122





Jim Jacoby 
<jkarlj@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Jacoby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Jacoby
1211 Mountbatten Rd
Tallahassee, FL 32301-6717





Jim Jarrett 
<jim.jarrett@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Jarrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Jarrett
6902 Parkridge Blvd Apt 110
Irving, TX 75063-9100





Jim Kochis 
<jimk@photosfromnatur
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Kochis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Kochis
10 Sandcastle Ct
Jackson, NJ 08527-5341





Jim May 
<uwannaiguana@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jim 
May

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Many people will die at the hands of the Keystone XL, and I'm referring
to workers, CEOs and those who support this travesty, including those
in government! BACK OFF!!!

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim May



1415 Dean St
Apt 306
Fort Myers, FL 33901-2857



Jim Milstead 
<joakworm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Milstead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jim Milstead
1469 Oriental Ave
Bellingham, WA 98229-5033





Jim Oxyer 
<kylthrfaerie@insightbb.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Oxyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Oxyer
1210 S Brook St
Apt 1
Louisville, KY 40203-2789





Jim raycroft 
<jimraycroft@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jim 
raycroft

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jim raycroft
320 Lewis Wharf
Boston, MA 02110-3905





Jim Sim 
<turbotwin69@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Sim

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Sim
2549 Forest Hill Blvd
West Palm Beach, FL 33406-5928





JIM STOLZ 
<leost66@mygait.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to JIM 
STOLZ

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. JIM STOLZ
5097macedoniachurchroad
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28312





Jim Sumler 
<suml4@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Sumler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Sumler
4010 Midway Rd
Plant City, FL 33565-2234





Jim Thomas 
<jmichaelthomas2001@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Thomas
5900 Hathaway Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-9618





Jim Vanderheyden 
<jlv@cableone.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Vanderheyden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Vanderheyden
1473 E Pineridge Dr
Boise, ID 83716-5775





Jim Wies 
<watchman21@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Wies

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

You must be joking.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Wies
627 Parkshore Dr
Shorewood, IL 60404-9764





Jim Woodward 
<jimwoodward1@juno.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jim 
Woodward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Woodward
3801 N Andrews Ave
Apt 3
Oakland Park, FL 33309-5287





Jim & Connie 
Schumacher 
<twoschus@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jim & 
Connie Schumacher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim & Connie Schumacher
14402 Peaceful Glen Grv
Colorado Springs, CO 80921-2822





Jimmie Lunsford 
<jimmieleelunsford@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Jimmie Lunsford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jimmie Lunsford
PO Box 16642
San Diego, CA 92176-6642





Jimmy Damiano 
<jimmyd210@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jimmy Damiano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jimmy Damiano
31363 Pacific Coast Hwy
Malibu, CA 90265-2640





JIMMY RIVERA 
<occ1020@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
JIMMY RIVERA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. JIMMY RIVERA
505NORTH LIME ST
APT1
LANCASTER, PA 17602-2256





Jinx Hydeman 
<jh.creativeecho@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jinx 
Hydeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jinx Hydeman
18806 Vista Modjeska Rd
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-1108





Jm Smith 
<registerjms@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jm 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jm Smith
PO Box 3333
New York, NY 10027-8829





Jo-Ann Savoia 
<inbliss7@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Jo-Ann Savoia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo-Ann Savoia
1952 Loma Vista St
Pasadena, CA 91104-4028





Jo Ann Frisch 
<joannfrisch@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Ann Frisch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jo Ann Frisch
4533 Maureen Cir
Livermore, CA 94550-8002





Jo Anne Godwin 
<g8orfromsc@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Anne Godwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jo Anne Godwin
1 Osceola Trl
Fair Play, SC 29643-3033





jo Anne Martin 
<giovanna@centurytel.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to jo 
Anne Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. jo Anne Martin
662 Coves Point Dr
Riverside, AL 35135-1308





Jo Ellen Winters 
<jwinters51@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Ellen Winters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Ellen Winters
131 Beck St
Philadelphia, PA 19147-3417





Jo Ellen Young 
<joellen@youngcanine.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Ellen Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Ellen Young
10752 Garfield Ave
Culver City, CA 90230-4113





Jo Meitz 
<myrrhbearers@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Meitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Meitz
144 Bert Washburn Rd
Otego, NY 13825-2265





Jo Wernli 
<texasjogul@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Wernli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Wernli
3600 Spotted Horse Trl
Austin, TX 78739-5730





Jo Whitsell 
<jo@jowhitsell.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Jo 
Whitsell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jo Whitsell
4920 SW Humphrey Park Crst
Portland, OR 97221-2336





Joan Andersson 
<joan@zimark.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Andersson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Andersson
1521 N Topanga Canyon Blvd
Topanga, CA 90290-4277





Joan Arnold 
<peace@olvm.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Arnold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Arnold
PO Box 109
Huntington, IN 46750-0109





Joan Barrymore 
<joan@imscloud.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Barrymore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Barrymore
PO Box 227
Shingletown, CA 96088-0227





Joan Book 
<joanbook4@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Book

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Book
12 Lois Ln
Shrewsbury, PA 17361-1859





joan braun 
<joanhenrybraun@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to joan 
braun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. joan braun
PO Box 84
Weld, ME 04285-0084





"Joan B. King" 
<joan@122walnut.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "Joan 
B. King"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joan B. King
122 Walnut Ln
Yardley, PA 19067-2028





Joan Cambria 
<joancambria2002@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Cambria

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Cambria
88 ave of 2 rivers
rumson, NJ 07760-1704





joan daniels 
<wildwestwools@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to joan 
daniels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. joan daniels
192 Grey Eagle Rd
Stevensville, MT 59870-6462





Joan DeJong 
<paperbunni@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Joan 
DeJong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan DeJong
1130 E Village Circle Dr N
Phoenix, AZ 85022-4813





Joan Delauro 
<joandelauro@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Delauro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Delauro
2434 Queenston Rd
Cleveland, OH 44118-4316





Joan DeLoretto 
<joan_born2run@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
DeLoretto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan DeLoretto
750 Vincent St
Eugene, OR 97401-5265





Joan Demarco 
<allllmoon@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Demarco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joan Demarco
4 Dahlia St
Warwick, RI 02888-5146





Joan Earnshaw 
<joanearnshaw1212@m
sn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Earnshaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Earnshaw
PO Box 502
La Plata, NM 87418-0502





Joan Erickson 
<eran7@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Erickson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Erickson
164 Magnolia Way
Deland, FL 32724-1160





Joan Godwin 
<angus-joan@godwin.cc
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Godwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Godwin
501 The Pkwy
Ithaca, NY 14850-2270





Joan Heron 
<eldergoddess@greenc
afe.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Heron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joan Heron
PO Box 1923
25253 Nestwa Trail
Idyllwild, CA 92549-1923





Joan Huertas 
<jihuerta@ncsu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Huertas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joan Huertas
204 Farrington Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-5052





Joan Hutcheson 
<jhutcheson@frontiernet
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Hutcheson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Hutcheson
3330 El Dorado Ave N
Lake Havasu City, AZ 86406-4150





Joan Hutton 
<joandda@huttongroup
hc.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Hutton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Hutton
1855 Bridgepointe Cir
Unit 23
Vero Beach, FL 32967-6839





Joan Kaufman 
<jkaufmancwv@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Kaufman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Kaufman
39 Concord Ct
Bedford, MA 01730-2906





Joan Kester 
<joan@4-crs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Kester

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Kester
211 Gardenview Rd
Egg Harbor Township, NJ 08234-5345





Joan Kiley 
<jlkiley@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Kiley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Kiley
3792 Harrison St Apt 32
Oakland, CA 94611-5062





Joan Lame 
<j.lame@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Lame

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Lame
201 Franklin Ave
Edwardsville, IL 62025-2332





Joan Leonard 
<tomleonard@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Leonard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Leonard
526 Glencoe St NE
Fridley, MN 55432-1625





Joan Makurat 
<joan@bmsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Makurat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Makurat
10816 Verde Vista Dr
Fairfax, VA 22030-4437





Joan Martin 
<joan@baymoon.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Martin
158 Belvedere Ter
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1002





Joan Moore and Ruth 
Kitchen 
<wrensong@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Moore and Ruth Kitchen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We are writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Moore and Ruth Kitchen
168 Apple Ave
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4015





Joan Moyers 
<jom3266@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Moyers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joan Moyers
9104 Levelle Ct
Chevy Chase, MD 20815-5610





Joan Parsley 
<jcparsley@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Parsley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joan Parsley
10020 Queens Rd
Frisco, TX 75035-3914





Joan Pask 
<jpaskart@tx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Pask

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Pask
822 Loganwood Ave
Richardson, TX 75080-3035





Joan Poor 
<paperboats@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Poor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Poor
1002 10th Ave N
Edmonds, WA 98020-2608





Joan Slezak Fritz  
<jslezfr@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Slezak Fritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The time frame for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

The Agencies of this country, like the  Fish and Wildlife Service, have
already provided the fossil fuel industries, the corporations, the
banks and wall street with too much --too much power, too much
influence, too much control over the Agencies that were created to
protect the land, the people, the water, the air and the other species
of this country.   The  NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan sounds a lot
like the 3 page note that Wall Street used to hold up the American
citizens when they made their demand for billions of dollars and
threatened us that they would destroy the economy.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be



approved as is.  Show more courage than was shown with the economic
melt down.  You will be creating an environmental melt down if you
approve this plan.  We already are in the midst of catastrophic climate
change, please don't make things worse.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Slezak Fritz
912 N Delphia Ave
Park Ridge, IL 60068-2020



Joan Tracey Seguin 
<traceyseguin@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Tracey Seguin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Tracey Seguin
107 Knapp St
Stamford, CT 06907-1732





Joan Weaver 
<hoansw@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Weaver

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan - TOO BIG & TOO LONG!!

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Weaver
22351 Mission Cir
Chatsworth, CA 91311-1257





Joan Zawaski 
<jzawaski@alnella.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Zawaski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Zawaski
2883 Macarthur Blvd
Oakland, CA 94602-3229





Joan Zentarski 
<jzentarski@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Joan 
Zentarski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Zentarski
250 Summer St Unit 16
Plantsville, CT 06479-1147





Joane Haupert 
<jchiro34@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joane 
Haupert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joane Haupert
8140 S Vandemoer Ln
Tucson, AZ 85756-9079





Joanie Trussel 
<joaniepatricia@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joanie Trussel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joanie Trussel
292 1st St
Mancos, CO 81328-9271





Joann Applewhite 
<jojoapple@embarqmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Joann 
Applewhite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joann Applewhite
1824 Owens Rd
Leesburg, FL 34748-9634





Joann Aurand 
<jocaur@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Joann 
Aurand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joann Aurand
333 S Highland Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15206-4271





JoAnn Carlson 
<billnjo528@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to JoAnn 
Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. JoAnn Carlson
2536 Peck St
Stevens Point, WI 54481-3152





Joann Ernst 
<ernstlabrat@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Joann 
Ernst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Do the right thing.

Sincerely,

Joann Ernst
1295 Buck St
Eugene, OR 97402-3138



JoAnn Glancy 
<jglancy1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to JoAnn 
Glancy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. JoAnn Glancy
116 Granada Ave
Annapolis, MD 21401-3517





JoAnn Pichiarello 
<esjoann@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to JoAnn 
Pichiarello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. JoAnn Pichiarello
64 Mary Lynn Ln
Branchburg, NJ 08876-3616





Joann Ramos 
<joannspa@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Joann 
Ramos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joann Ramos
64 Fiume St
Iselin, NJ 08830-1445





Joanna Behrens 
<jobehrens@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joanna Behrens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Behrens
HC 62 Box 7157
Star Valley Ranch, WY 83127-7001





Joanna Cutting-Brady 
<gaiaborn@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joanna Cutting-Brady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Cutting-Brady
854 Mammoth Rd
Dracut, MA 01826-3112





joanna grinberg-ayala 
<szalonatasia@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
joanna grinberg-ayala

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. joanna grinberg-ayala
21208 75th Ave
Bayside, NY 11364-3362





Joanna Katz 
<joanna07@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Joanna Katz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Katz
1307 Channing Way
Berkeley, CA 94702-2115





Joanna Ramos 
<dopeygurl5@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joanna Ramos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Ramos
1234 N Berendo St Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90029-1688





Joanna Welch Lasken 
<jfwelch2169@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joanna Welch Lasken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanna Welch Lasken
171 S Upas St
Escondido, CA 92025-3945





Joanne Calash 
<jcalash7@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Calash

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Calash
23051 Lipton St
Lake Forest, CA 92630-3662





Joanne Fairhurst 
<fairhurstjm@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Fairhurst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Fairhurst
919 Green St
Durham, NC 27701-1507





Joanne Francisco 
<crajo1970@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Francisco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanne Francisco
2215 Motor Pkwy
Ronkonkoma, NY 11779-4740





Joanne Grafe 
<jgrafe@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Grafe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joanne Grafe
253 NE 99th St
Miami Shores, FL 33138-2434





Joanne Groshardt 
<bigheart353@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Groshardt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Groshardt
302 Trailridge Dr
Richardson, TX 75081-4727





Joanne Lakosil 
<jlakosil@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Lakosil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Lakosil
20721 Crestmont Ln
Dearborn Heights, MI 48127-2623





Joanne Rile 
<joanner@rilearts.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Rile

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Rile
1474 Autumn Rd
Rydal, PA 19046-2311





JoAnne Sullam 
<daydreams58@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
JoAnne Sullam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

JoAnne Sullam
55 Vaughn Ter
Saugerties, NY 12477-3958





Joanne Sultar 
<josul@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Sultar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Sultar
2911 Deakin St Apt 2
Berkeley, CA 94705-1944





Joanne Sutch 
<jasutch@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joanne Sutch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joanne Sutch
2930 S Coast Hwy Apt 4
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-3982





Jocasta Stephenson 
<jonsangelcat@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jocasta Stephenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jocasta Stephenson
2510 Coachlight Dr
Apt B
Midwest City, OK 73110-7860





Jocelyn Bowers 
<kepra78@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jocelyn Bowers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jocelyn Bowers



Jodee Markovich 
<bananajode@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jodee 
Markovich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jodee Markovich
555 Magnolia Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952-2080





Jodie Friend 
<jodiesbeachboy@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jodie 
Friend

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jodie Friend
3307 NE 130th Ct
Vancouver, WA 98682-7981





Jodie Lambert 
<lambert.jodie1235@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Jodie 
Lambert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jodie Lambert
2270 Sepulveda Blvd Apt 100
Torrance, CA 90501-5319





Jody Fritzke 
<thefritzkes@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jody 
Fritzke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jody Fritzke
1465 267th Ave NE
Isanti, MN 55040-5214





Jody Hanson 
<jodyhanson@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jody 
Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jody Hanson
4010 Little Ln
Concord, CA 94521-2645





Jody Schoenfeld 
<perfectfit@taconic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jody 
Schoenfeld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jody Schoenfeld
67 Grey Fox Ln
Valatie, NY 12184-4017





joe and mary volpe 
<jmvolpe@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to joe 
and mary volpe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. joe and mary volpe
PO Box 2083
Ventura, CA 93002-2083





Joe Beverly 
<joebeverly@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Beverly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Beverly
3118 May Rose Cir
Reno, NV 89502-7772





Joe Chasse 
<joetruck@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Chasse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

We hope that this is the beginning of the end of corporations writing
their own rules.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Chasse
22313 V St
Ocean Park, WA 98640-3513





Joe Dovalosky 
<joed34769@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Dovalosky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Dovalosky
1115 Warren Rd
Newton Falls, OH 44444-1149





Joe Fuchs 
<jfuchs2@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Fuchs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Fuchs
11616 Lindeman Loop
Leander, TX 78641-8174





Joe Funderburk 
<dragonstone13@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Funderburk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joe Funderburk
4311 Idaho Ave
Nashville, TN 37209-3623





Joe LaRocco 
<josephclarocco@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joe 
LaRocco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe LaRocco
21 Cedar Ave
Linden, NJ 07036-3207





Joe May 
<joemay@hrecn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Joe 
May

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joe May
PO Box 1222
Hood River, OR 97031-0081





Joe Minenna 
<jminenna@kc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Minenna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Minenna
10401 Wedd St
Overland Park, KS 66212-5645





Joe Moye 
<joemoye@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Moye

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Moye
4522 Moore Cir # C3
Tallahassee, FL 32304-9104





Joe Neumann 
<jobhihai@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Neumann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Neumann
4044 N Harding Ave
Apt 3w
Chicago, IL 60618-1924





Joe Pardee 
<joepardee@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Pardee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Pardee
22 Colorado Blvd
Pasadena, CA 91107





Joe Rivera 
<jrrivera@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Rivera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Rivera
658 W Hammel St
Monterey Park, CA 91754-6909





Joe Roy 
<thorsbolt99@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Roy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Roy
1 Rahway Rd
Burlington, MA 01803-2009





Joe Vissichelli  
<artifaxdesigns@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Joe 
Vissichelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Vissichelli
117 Delmonico Pl
Valley Stream, NY 11581-1423





Joel Blumert 
<joelblumert@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Blumert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Blumert
PO Box 445
Salisbury, CT 06068-0445





Joel Carlson 
<fox7777@carlsonco.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Don't let corrupt Republicans destroy our planet!
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Carlson
3634 Loren St NE
Lacey, WA 98516-3402





Joel Cranston 
<jcranston@testsys.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Cranston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Cranston
312 Mountaineers Way
Emmitsburg, MD 21727-9233





Joel Finley 
<joel_finley2002@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Finley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joel Finley



Joel Handley 
<joelhandley@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Handley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Handley
1278 N Milwaukee Ave Apt 3w
Chicago, IL 60622-9300





Joel Hersh 
<joelhersh@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Hersh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Hersh
378 Bishop St
Framingham, MA 01702-6566





Joel Hildebrandt 
<joel@earthsong.org.nz
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Hildebrandt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Hildebrandt
3044a Halcyon Ct
Berkeley, CA 94705-1914





Joel Kelly 
<jokemusic420@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Kelly
PO Box 181
Montrose, MN 55363-0181





Joel Libman 
<joellibman1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Libman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Libman
5455 N Sheridan Rd Apt 2911
Chicago, IL 60640-1940





Joel Meza 
<jdemeza@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Meza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Meza
PO Box 210144
San Francisco, CA 94121-0144





Joel Russell 
<cpamba4u@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joel 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Russell
501 W 156th St
New York, NY 10032-7702





Joelle adlerblum 
<javihara77@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joelle 
adlerblum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joelle adlerblum
22 Lessey St
Amherst, MA 01002-2124





Joey Leftow 
<nirvanahawk@nyc.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joey 
Leftow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joey Leftow
99 Hillside Ave Apt 21a
New York, NY 10040-2724





Joe&Jayne Barczyk 
<joebar4u@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joe&Jayne Barczyk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Joe&Jayne Barczyk
10635 Longwood Dr
Fort Wayne, IN 46845-1636





John Anderson 
<cowormman@frii.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Anderson
PO Box 144
Laporte, CO 80535-0144





John Banach 
<banachjam@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Banach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Banach
1420 SE 4th Ct
Deerfield Beach, FL 33441-4995





John Beene 
<john@blackvelocities.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Beene

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Beene
211 N 12th St
Gunnison, CO 81230-3003





John Belanger 
<joanbel5@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Belanger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Belanger
520 SE 12th St
Dania, FL 33004-4667





John Blanchette 
<johnblanchette@iopen
er.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Blanchette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Blanchette



John Bordeaux 
<pyro-fx@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to John 
Bordeaux

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Bordeaux
10646 Chiquita St
Toluca Lake, CA 91602-3215





John Bryant Baker 
<jbryantbaker@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Bryant Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. John Bryant Baker
PO Box 1014
Oak Hill, WV 25901-1014





John Bryner 
<jwbryner@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Bryner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Bryner
217 Sunbrook Dr
Chambersburg, PA 17201-4542





John Cairns 
<bct6@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Cairns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Cairns
704 Erlen Rd
Plymouth Meeting, PA 19462-2429





John Campbell 
<jccampbell@berkeley.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Campbell
2415 Prospect
Berkeley, CA 94720-1813





John Cannatella 
<mr.centerfield@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Cannatella

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Cannatella
86 E 4th St
New York, NY 10003-9041





John Carter 
<jcarter@cap.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Carter
22118 W Spruce Dr
Antioch, IL 60002-9376





John Cartwright 
<gboat6670@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Cartwright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Cartwright
29 Upper Idlewild Dr
New Castle, PA 16101-9201





John Clark 
<jlc6@po.cwru.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Clark
2652 Mayfield Rd Apt 1
Cleveland Heights, OH 44106-2513





John Corbitt 
<corbittjohn@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to John 
Corbitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Corbitt
PO Box 424
33 Woodland Road,
Brookside, NJ 07926-0424





John Croft 
<cia0648@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Croft

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Croft
1161 Weeping Willow Way
Corvallis, MT 59828-9482





John Dahlquist 
<dahj01@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Dahlquist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Dahlquist
3343 Burdeck Dr
Oakland, CA 94602-2624





John Dainotto 
<tmampm@mindspring.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Dainotto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Dainotto
2119 Kenmore Ave
Charlotte, NC 28204-3323





John del signore 
<delsignore8@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
del signore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John del signore
1211 Bancroft St Apt 5
Bellingham, WA 98225-3047





John Dominic Bridwell  
<elemirion@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Dominic Bridwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Dominic Bridwell
2154 Estabrook Cir
San Leandro, CA 94577-5912





John Doner 
<jpdoner@infosel.net.m
x>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Doner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Doner
4323 Brown St Apt 148
Dallas, TX 75219-2537





John Dotta 
<jdotta@napavalley.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Dotta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Dotta
1517 Beaver St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2935





John Doyle 
<jtdinnyc@netzero.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Doyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Doyle
303 W 11th St Apt 3e
New York, NY 10014-2392





"John D. Stickle, D.C." 
<jds12009@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "John 
D. Stickle, D.C."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units so that nothing is
overlooked or forgotten.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" aka
"kill" endangered species. It is impossible for either
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other
threats to species, may be decades from now. Therefore it is entirely
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the
status of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate and
indefensible. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years max.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit. This can not be
allowed to happen.

In short, there is far too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to
be approved as is. Please amend this action.

Sincerely,

Dr. John D. Stickle, D.C.
PO Box 2772
Santa Cruz, CA 95063-2772





John Edgar 
<mccallisteredgar@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Edgar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Edgar
1207 S Clarion St
Philadelphia, PA 19147-4413





John Edman 
<westonedman@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Edman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Edman
965 E El Camino Real
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-7700





John Ehrlich 
<dirigentjwe@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Ehrlich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ehrlich
244 Davidson Rd
Boxborough, MA 01719-1232





John Emanuelson 
<jemanuelson@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Emanuelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Emanuelson
104 Philchris Dr
Dover, DE 19901-5735





John Fabris 
<jjbf47@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Fabris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Fabris
2 Soule Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1517





John Finazzo 
<johnfinazzo@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Finazzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Finazzo
1070 N Shore Dr W
Mound, MN 55364-9726





John Flinn 
<johnrflinn@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Flinn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Flinn
5526 SE 70th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-5356





John Ford 
<bowens140@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Ford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ford
Foster Ave
AnnArbor, MI 48108





John Fox 
<jpfox@chartermi.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Fox
493 Agnes St
Niagara, WI 54151-9121





John Francisco 
<cisco@email.arizona.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Francisco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Francisco
2635 W Sandecker Pl
Tucson, AZ 85745-3340





John Frey 
<jwfrey2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Frey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Frey
1133 Massachusetts Ave
Lexington, MA 02420-3818





John Gardiner 
<john.l.gardiner@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Gardiner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am a 65-yr old Professional Engineer with over 45 years of global
experience in River Basin Management and River Restoration, in which I
pioneered environmentally sound approaches to major projects. I'm
writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Gardiner
PO Box 2451



Cave Junction, OR 97523-2451



"John Gasperoni, Ph.D." 
<gaspo@mindspring.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "John 
Gasperoni, Ph.D."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Gasperoni, Ph.D.
1830 Francisco St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1313





John Gates 
<jgates04@neo.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Gates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Gates
517 Center Rd
Akron, OH 44319-4703





John Geiser 
<johnrgeiser@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Geiser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Geiser
1881 Forest Lake Dr SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49546-6283





John Geluso 
<jgeluso@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Geluso

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Geluso
25 Noe St
# B
San Francisco, CA 94114-1016





John Gilles 
<reuniondesign@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Gilles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Gilles
2278 Luana Ln
Montrose, CA 91020-1211





John Gomolka 
<johng13579@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Gomolka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Gomolka
3714 Mayflower Oval
Brunswick, OH 44212-4143





John gourley 
<tytler1@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
gourley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John gourley
1721 Junction Ave Ste B
San Jose, CA 95112-1039





John Grant 
<johngrant45@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Grant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Grant
3013 Madison Pl
Cookeville, TN 38501-6693





John Green 
<johnboyy2g@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Green
815 N 12th St Apt 5
Vincennes, IN 47591-4744





John Haller 
<jhallerl@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to John 
Haller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Haller
PO Box 5963
Brownsville, TX 78523-5963





John Hammer 
<hammerjohn4@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Hammer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hammer
W1867 Hwy 33
Cambria, WI 53923-9606





John Hanson 
<pyrotarkus@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hanson
11925 Manzanita St
San Antonio, TX 78245-3327





John Hatton 
<john.hatton@berkleyve
ller.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Hatton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hatton
1093 Pine Banks Rd
Putney, VT 05346-8688





John Hinote 
<greghinote@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Hinote

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hinote
281 NE Lentry Ave
Port St. Lucie, FL 34983





John Hogben 
<jack@huckbone.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Hogben

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hogben
2008 Notre Dame Ave
Belmont, CA 94002-1751





john hunter 
<ratface26@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to john 
hunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. john hunter
address
Seattle, WA 98107





"John H. Taylor" 
<taylorjh1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "John 
H. Taylor"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John H. Taylor
5 Falcon Ct
Wilmington, DE 19808-4317





John Iavarone 
<jiavaro1@nycap.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to John 
Iavarone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. John Iavarone
10170 Standing Tree Way
Fishers, IN 46037-7927





John Johnson 
<rockfordj6@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Johnson
1109 Grant Ave
Rockford, IL 61103-6105





John Keiser 
<jlck@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Keiser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Keiser
410 E 6th St Apt 17b
New York, NY 10009-6417





John Kelly 
<jk2522@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kelly
8713 Trumbull Ave
Apt 2
Skokie, IL 60076-5600





John Kirchner 
<train462@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Kirchner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kirchner
1002 Cottage Ave
Fort Wayne, IN 46807-1618





John Kirk 
<elmogrot@astound.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Kirk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kirk
272 Nevada St
Redwood City, CA 94062-2136





John Kirk 
<johnf1958@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Kirk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kirk
2700 Macdougal St Apt 24
Modesto, CA 95350-2340





John Kohler 
<jkohler217@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Kohler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kohler
217 Fairlawn Ave
Daly City, CA 94015-3412





John Kolego 
<hotshoe911@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Kolego

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kolego
2457 Freetown Dr
Reston, VA 20191-2527





John Kraemer 
<kraemerjhk@peoplepc.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Kraemer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.God - what next -  this should not be permitted.  Fifty
years - get real.  This is what Ocupy Wall Street is all about -
corruption!

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kraemer
321 Dwight St
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729-1111





John Krieter 
<4johnsf@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Krieter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Krieter
Steiner Street
San Francisco, CA 94117





John Lauro 
<jlaurojr@yahoo.co>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to John 
Lauro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Lauro
560 Silver Sands Rd
East Haven, CT 06512-4600





John Lopez 
<jjlopez@lopezengineeri
ng.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Lopez
2160 Burgener Blvd
San Diego, CA 92110-1104





John Lopresti 
<johnrlop@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Lopresti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Lopresti
509 Diamond Blvd
Johnstown, PA 15905-2720





John Lorand 
<loran1jp@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Lorand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Lorand
1351 Tomah Dr
Mount Pleasant, MI 48858-4144





John Lyle 
<kanakaukoa@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Lyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Lyle
PO Box 83715
Fairbanks, AK 99708-3715





John Marchese 
<john7march@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Marchese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Marchese
3155 Laurel Ave
Henderson, NV 89014-3139





John Mark 
<mark.john@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Mark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Mark
10 Holyrood Mnr
Oakland, CA 94611-2545





John Mayberry 
<jm0505a@american.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Mayberry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Mayberry
4320 Garrison St NW
Washington, DC 20016-4035





john mcclure 
<john3nm@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to john 
mcclure

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. john mcclure
800 E Spruce St
Deming, NM 88030-3865





John McSwigan 
<mcswigan@easystreet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
McSwigan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John McSwigan
6358 NE Rosebay Dr
Hillsboro, OR 97124-5044





John McWilliams 
<jrmcw1-1@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
McWilliams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John McWilliams
7817 El Pastel Dr
Dallas, TX 75248-3122





John Merriman 
<jm345@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Merriman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Merriman
4801 Butler Dr
Cortland, NY 13045-9165





john miskelly 
<wdstockjc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to john 
miskelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. john miskelly
218 N Tyrone Rd
Baltimore, MD 21212-1123





John Nagel 
<freestylin257@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Nagel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Nagel
3253 Nowell Ave
Juneau, AK 99801-1933





John Neal 
<punkrevolution07@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Neal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Neal
126 Briarwood Dr
Summersville, WV 26651-9435





John Neumeister 
<jjneumeist@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Neumeister

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Neumeister
508 W 172nd St
New York, NY 10032-2331





John O'Brien 
<velesot365@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
O'Brien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John O'Brien
11100 Plainview Ave
Tujunga, CA 91042-1220





john p kelley 
<ocscwhrr94@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to john p 
kelley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. john p kelley
115 S Hunting Horn Dr
Roscommon, MI 48653-9774





John Paul Roy 
<jpack9@usiwireless.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Paul Roy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Paul Roy
3231 37th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55406-2136





John Pepple 
<jackattack70@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Pepple

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Pepple
4501 Mineral Point Rd
Madison, WI 53705-5071





John Phillips 
<xtera7@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Phillips
3523 Voyager Cir
San Diego, CA 92130-1847





John Polo 
<polo@edinboro.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Polo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Polo
17228 S Norrisville Rd
Conneautville, PA 16406-1218





John Potter 
<jpotter@fhcrc.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Potter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Potter
PO Box 22668
Seattle, WA 98122-0668





John Presler 
<hi_speedirt@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Presler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Presler
5015 E 96th St
Newaygo, MI 49337-8661





John Randall Johnson 
<randy_do@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Randall Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Randall Johnson
980 Wood St
Largo, FL 33770-1663





John Raplinger 
<marilynjohn@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Raplinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Raplinger
11897 210th St W
Lakeville, MN 55044-7450





John Repass 
<juven_29@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Repass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Repass
414 Mission Rd
Kodiak, AK 99615-6329





John rockwell 
<john.m.rockwell@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
rockwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John rockwell
144 S Morton Ave
Morton, PA 19070-2059





John Roney 
<jj_roney@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Roney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Roney
3140 E Palo Verde St
Gilbert, AZ 85296-9423





John Rowlette 
<nsemn8r@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Rowlette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Rowlette
2504 Cherry St
Hoquiam, WA 98550-3919





John Sames 
<jmsames@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Sames

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Sames
4460 Redwood Hwy Ste 16
San Rafael, CA 94903-1953





John Scheels 
<jmscheels@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Scheels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Scheels
3300 Brittany Cir
Napa, CA 94558-4265





John Schill 
<jschill1@elp.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to John 
Schill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Schill
2345 Nancy McDonald Dr
El Paso, TX 79936-0716





John Sefton 
<johnjuly@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Sefton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Sefton
PO Box 714
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92678-0714





John Seider 
<jseider@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Seider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Seider
21 Grand St
Oneonta, NY 13820-2623





John Shovelier 
<shovelierjohn@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Shovelier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Shovelier
5 Camden Ct
Cary, IL 60013-1873





John Singleton 
<sjohnwes@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Singleton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

John Singleton
755 Taylor Rd
Port Orange, FL 32127-7901





John Slate 
<johnrslatelaw@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Slate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Slate
4515 E Forest Pleasant Pl
Cave Creek, AZ 85331-5448





john slonina 
<jtslonina@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to john 
slonina

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. john slonina
25 Lordvale Blvd
North Grafton, MA 01536-1121





John Snoha 
<joefaver@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Snoha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Snoha
13410 Banner Rd
Spring Hill, FL 34609-6020





John Spohrer 
<jspohrer@forgottencoa
stoutdoors.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to John 
Spohrer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Spohrer
PO Box 428
Apalachicola, FL 32329-0428





John Spragins 
<johndspragins@bellsou
th.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Spragins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Spragins
98 Daleview Cir
Clemson, SC 29631-2307





John Stegeman 
<jesteg1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Stegeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Stegeman
714 Pierce Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-3469





John Strauss 
<john.strauss@yale.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Strauss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Strauss
50 Burton St
New Haven, CT 06515-2116





John Urban 
<jurban@jurbanrings.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Urban

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Urban
46 Burton Ave
Plainview, NY 11803-6203





John Van Eenwyk 
<jrv@uw.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Van Eenwyk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Van Eenwyk
PO Box 1961
Olympia, WA 98507-1961





John Varga 
<jvarga@occ.cccd.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Varga

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Varga
21331 Veleta Cir
Huntingtn Bch, CA 92648-5326





John Viacrucis 
<catchaway@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Viacrucis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Viacrucis
3002 17th St S Apt 206
Moorhead, MN 56560-5225





John Vinson 
<kazumtv@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Vinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Vinson
3700 14th Ave SE Unit 154
Olympia, WA 98501-2775





John Wadsworth 
<johnsonwadsworth@m
sn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to John 
Wadsworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Wadsworth
9271 SW 3rd Ave
Portland, OR 97219-4811





John Waldrip 
<johnwaldrip1@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Waldrip

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Waldrip
3410 McMillan St
Eugene, OR 97405-3317





John Walsh 
<nxdesigns@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Walsh
962 N Quaker Ln
Staatsburg, NY 12580-5601





John Walton 
<jwtqn@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
Walton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Walton
2152 Bock St
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7614





John Watson 
<johnwatson@tribalphot
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Watson
377 Crane Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90065-5015





John Weber 
<webers01@ameritech.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to John 
Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Weber
236 Monee Rd
Park Forest, IL 60466-2444





John Welton 
<dickwelto@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Welton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Welton
10512 Farnham Dr
Bethesda, MD 20814-2222





John Whalen 
<whalenjc@muohio.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to John 
Whalen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Whalen
436 Acorn Dr
Dayton, OH 45419-3904





John Williams 
<jdwll41@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to John 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Williams
8423 Woodbox Rd
Manlius, NY 13104-9416





John Williams 
<mguerrilla@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to John 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Williams
718 N Horn St
West Frankfort, IL 62896-1818





John Wilson 
<johnwilson333@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Wilson
PO Box 86
90 Big Cat Vista
Magdalena, NM 87825-0086





John wiseman 
<wisjoh@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to John 
wiseman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. John wiseman
hollyridge
la, CA 90068





John Witte 
<jwitte@reed.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to John 
Witte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Keep the oil and gas company lobbyists out of the legislative process.
Especially those of the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. Best to
rely on your own science not the pseudo crap promulgated by the likes
of NiSource as they are out to further their own greedy ends at the
expense of most others!

Sincerely,

Dr. John Witte
4855 SE Tenino Ct
Portland, OR 97206-0848



Johni Prinz 
<nomojohannah@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Johni 
Prinz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johni Prinz
567 Point Brown Ave SW
Ocean Shores, WA 98569-9641





Johnie Kemp 
<trail-of-ninety-eight@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Johnie Kemp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Johnie Kemp
17781 Hunt Rd
Hillman, MI 49746-8473





Johnj Best 
<jebest@hughes.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Johnj 
Best

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Johnj Best
156 Trueno Loop
Belen, NM 87002-9525





Johnnie Herber 
<ddherber@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Johnnie Herber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

IT IS INSANITY TO GRANT "PERMITS" IN THIS MANNER.  NO ONE HAS
THE HUMAN RIGHT TO DO THIS TO ANY SPECIES, MUCH LESS ENDANGERED
SPECIES.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johnnie Herber
223 Evergreen Cir



Georgetown, TX 78626-4808



Johnny Austin 
<spacepoette@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Johnny Austin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The time frame for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johnny Austin



Johnny Mims 
<johnny_mims@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Johnny Mims

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Johnny Mims
1430 154th Ave NE
Apt 4507
Bellevue, WA 98007-4427





Jolie Rombca 
<jorowdygirl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jolie 
Rombca

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jolie Rombca
7630 S 51st St
Franklin, WI 53132-9692





Jolynn Volpe 
<goodkody1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jolynn Volpe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jolynn Volpe
19 Scott Rd
Oxford, CT 06478-1553





Jon Anderholm 
<xunbio@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Anderholm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Anderholm
Niestrath Rd.
Cazadero, CA 95421





Jon Current 
<quixotic_1@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Current

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Current
2323 NW 188th Ave Apt 925
Hillsboro, OR 97124-7091





Jon Ferrans 
<yonic1313@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Ferrans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Ferrans
5928 Woodward Ave
Downers Grove, IL 60516-1701





Jon Haas 
<jon.haas@intel.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Haas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jon Haas
4325 SW Twombly Ave
Portland, OR 97239-1370





Jon Holstein 
<jph231@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Holstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Holstein
4774 Long Branch Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-2215





Jon Howard 
<jon.howard@sunnymor
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jon Howard
64 Naughright Rd
Long Valley, NJ 07853-3394





Jon Jacobs 
<jon.m.jacobs@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Jacobs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Jacobs
12698 Hwy 15
Kimball, MN 55353-9642





Jon Martell 
<jonmartell@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Martell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Martell
62 Spring St
Westerly, RI 02891-2318





Jon Poulson 
<jon.w.poulson@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Poulson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Poulson
1200 Nicollet Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2400





Jon Rutkowske 
<joneileen@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Rutkowske

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Rutkowske
4980 Lower Miller Creek Rd
Missoula, MT 59803-9743





Jon Salmon 
<jsalmon@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Salmon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Salmon
31 Van Kirk Rd
Princeton, NJ 08540-4214





Jon Sasano 
<sasano@gene.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Sasano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Sasano
225 Darrell Rd
Hillsborough, CA 94010-7109





Jon Spitz 
<plantbased.js@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Spitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Spitz
401 Steele Lane
Laytonville, CA 95454





Jon Van de Grift  
<jonvandegrift@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Van de Grift

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Van de Grift
3326 Loyola Ct
Boulder, CO 80305-7026





Jon Zielinski 
<jonzee@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Jon 
Zielinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Zielinski
1516 E 2nd St
Long Beach, CA 90802-5942





Jonas Wickham 
<jonaswickham@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jonas 
Wickham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonas Wickham
8501 Ridpath Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-7713





Jonathan A Lien 
<alien2660@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan A Lien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan A Lien
315 W 15th St Apt 43
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2274





Jonathan And Ch Morse 
<jmorse2@myfairpoint.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan And Ch Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jonathan And Ch Morse
PO Box 127
, 272 Church Hollow Rd
Marlboro, VT 05344-0127





Jonathan Dirrenberger  
<jonathan.dirrenberger
@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Dirrenberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Dirrenberger
168 Chattanooga St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3456





Jonathan Dolson 
<jpdolson@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Dolson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Dolson
4646 N Abington Dr Apt 2d
Indianapolis, IN 46254-2172





Jonathan Green 
<gnahtanoj@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Green
4632 Don Miguel Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90008-4103





Jonathan Hearnley 
<hearnley@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Hearnley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Hearnley
4944 Olive Oak Way
Carmichael, CA 95608-5658





Jonathan Knisely 
<jonathan.knisely@yale.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Knisely

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Knisely
220 Everit St
New Haven, CT 06511-1322





Jonathan memmert 
<jonathanmemmert@aol
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan memmert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan memmert
501 W 123rd St
New York, NY 10027-5006





Jonathan Mitchell  
<throwaways@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Mitchell
109 Cove Pointe Way
Madison, AL 35757-8428





Jonathan Nash 
<jnash67@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Nash

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Nash
500 E 83rd St Apt 10b
New York, NY 10028-7394





Jonathan Scott 
<bunniusprime@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jonathan Scott
sea grape drive
fort lauderdale, FL 33308





Jonathan Williams 
<jonathanbrosnanwillia
ms@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Williams
104 Hart Farm Rd
Carlisle, MA 01741-1052





Jonathan Zahos 
<subzerohc@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathan Zahos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Zahos
8228 Keating Ave
Skokie, IL 60076-2502





Jonathon Alexander 
<jexander@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jonathon Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathon Alexander
4213 Jefferson St
Hyattsville, MD 20781-1915





Jordan Holtam 
<jholtam@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jordan Holtam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jordan Holtam
21 Mooney Ln
Weaverville, NC 28787-8859





Jordan Pakaki 
<buzzy@buzzyworld.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Jordan Pakaki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jordan Pakaki



Jordan Van Voast 
<jordanvanvoast@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Jordan Van Voast

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jordan Van Voast
1707 Harvard Ave
Seattle, WA 98122-2227





Jorge Garriga 
<jlg622@drexel.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Jorge 
Garriga

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jorge Garriga
1950 W 54th St Apt 220
Hialeah, FL 33012-2161





Jorge Lobo 
<jalobo1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Jorge 
Lobo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jorge Lobo
1230 Park Ave Apt 4d
New York, NY 10128-1725





Jorge Lopez 
<jalopez220@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Jorge 
Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jorge Lopez
1319 California St
Woodland, CA 95695-4411





Joscelyne Felix 
<jfelix24@email.arizona.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joscelyne Felix

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joscelyne Felix
4419 E Calle Aurora
Tucson, AZ 85711-6331





Jose Fernandez 
<jose7fernandez@nyc.rr
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Jose 
Fernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jose Fernandez
547 W 147th St
New York, NY 10031-4426





Jose MERCADO 
<tonymercado3247@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Jose 
MERCADO

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jose MERCADO
766 Lake Shore Blvd
Rochester, NY 14617-1535





Josefina Vidal 
<2thejoyoflife@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Josefina Vidal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Josefina Vidal
4523 Broadway Apt 6d
New York, NY 10040-2418





Joseph Abelon 
<jsa777@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Abelon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Abelon
24 Rockdale Ave
Lynn, MA 01904-1954





Joseph Alfano 
<janyc237@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Alfano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Alfano
235 E 57th St
New York, NY 10022-2842





Joseph and Julie Ford 
<fordjoseph46@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph and Julie Ford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.  The record of
corporate America in regards to the environment is dismal to say the
least and I'm afraid this is a disaster in the making.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph and Julie Ford
1503 W Nora Ave
Spokane, WA 99205-4274





Joseph Barnett 
<mntryjoseph@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Barnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Barnett
4916 Cahuenga Blvd Apt C
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4709





Joseph Bateman 
<seagel_inc@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Bateman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Bateman
975 E 400 S
Apt 18
Salt Lake City, UT 84102-3060





Joseph Buhowsky 
<jbuhowsky@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Buhowsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Buhowsky
83 Tahoe Ct
San Ramon, CA 94582-4865





Joseph Corio 
<jokeoreo@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Corio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Corio
3010 Fulton St
San Francisco, CA 94118-3867





Joseph Delia 
<deljodel@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Delia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Delia
337 15th Ave N Apt 105
South Saint Paul, MN 55075-1878





Joseph Golinveaux 
<jhg0898@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Golinveaux

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Golinveaux
1737 Solano Ave Apt 207
Berkeley, CA 94707-2201





joseph green 
<jgreen1869@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
joseph green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. joseph green
PO Box 235
Farley, MO 64028-0235





Joseph Hanon 
<jhanon@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Hanon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Hanon
10333 Clayton Rd
Frontenac, MO 63131-2907





Joseph Kennedy 
<jlandmekennedy@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Kennedy
699 Golf Course Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786-2679





Joseph Manahan 
<jtm6481@lausd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Manahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Manahan
3225 Weldon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90065-2111





Joseph Norton 
<iammaster144@y7mail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Norton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joseph Norton
4015 Eagle Cove Cir
Indianapolis, IN 46254-3201





Joseph O'Sullivan 
<josullivan58@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph O'Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph O'Sullivan
6744 164th St
Flushing, NY 11365-3175





Joseph P Popp 
<jptpopp@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph P Popp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph P Popp
6656 Coleman St
Dearborn, MI 48126-1775





Joseph Paraszewski  
<joaniejoegoldie@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Paraszewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Paraszewski
1490 Park Ave
Eugene, OR 97404-3036





JOSEPH REEL 
<jreel@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
JOSEPH REEL

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. JOSEPH REEL
PO Box 51066
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-6066





Joseph Romanowski 
<jroman62@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Romanowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Romanowski
51 Hillview Rd
Gorham, ME 04038-1128





Joseph Rykiel 
<joerykiel@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Rykiel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Rykiel
10 Pondview Ln
Lewes, DE 19958-8971





Joseph Staples 
<staplesj@ne.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Staples

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Staples
176 Gilsum St
Keene, NH 03431-2743





Joseph Tolerico 
<josepht@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Tolerico

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Tolerico
178 Spring St
Newton, NJ 07860-2011





Joseph Waldner 
<cjwaldner@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Waldner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joseph Waldner
303 Yorkshire Dr
Harrisburg, PA 17111-6935





Joseph Wiesner 
<joewiesner@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joseph Wiesner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Wiesner
2005 N Commerce St
Milwaukee, WI 53212-3472





joseph & sharon 
matarazzo 
<jfm952@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
joseph & sharon 
matarazzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. joseph & sharon matarazzo
140 jones st
Moncure, NC 27559-9682





Josephine coatsworth 
<josephine.coatsworth@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Josephine coatsworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Josephine coatsworth
65 Oak Ridge Rd
Berkeley, CA 94705-2425





Josephine Edwards 
Wiest 
<gojojorn@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Josephine Edwards 
Wiest

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Josephine Edwards Wiest
557 Esplanade St
Lafayette, LA 70508-3121





Josephine Pappalardo 
<jo2707@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Josephine Pappalardo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Josephine Pappalardo
1919 Chestnut St
Philadelphia, PA 19103-3401





josh collins 
<yosh76n@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to josh 
collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. josh collins
800 Beach Dr NE Apt 15
Saint Petersburg, FL 33701-2000





Josh Kaye-Carr 
<petition@applexpert.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Josh 
Kaye-Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Josh Kaye-Carr



Joshua Fouse 
<jfouse@stanford.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joshua Fouse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Fouse
2904 S Malcolm Ave
Ontario, CA 91761-6752





Joshua Jeffers 
<jjeffers58@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joshua Jeffers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Jeffers
987 Drayson Dr
Galloway, OH 43119-8294





Joshua knox 
<cwb801@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Joshua knox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua knox
105 E Sunset Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84115-3619





Joshua Maizel 
<jmaizel@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joshua Maizel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Maizel
120 Davis Ln
Red Bank, NJ 07701-5536





Joshua Seff 
<mv9508@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Joshua Seff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Seff
9508 George Washington Dr
Mckinney, TX 75070-5815





Joshua Van Deventer 
<italiandutchman@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Joshua Van Deventer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Van Deventer
1256 Moon Ridge Ln
Goodview, VA 24095-3312





Joslyn Baxter 
<joslyn.baxter@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Joslyn 
Baxter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joslyn Baxter
58 Chenery St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2707





Joy Episalla 
<jepisalla@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Joy 
Episalla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Episalla
244 E 5th St
New York, NY 10003-8574





Joy Green-McGann 
<mcgann.joy@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Joy 
Green-McGann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Green-McGann
34 Valleywood Rd
Cos Cob, CT 06807-2329





Joy Schary 
<schary1@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Joy 
Schary

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joy Schary
14412 Benefit St Apt 3
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4047





Joyce Calvitti  
<trailsend7@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Calvitti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Calvitti
2116 Rahn Ave
Perkiomenville, PA 18074-9415





Joyce Cochran 
<cochransci@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Cochran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

FWS, PROTECT OUR ENDANGERED SPECIES -- current and future. NO to
NiSource HCP.  We are NOT the old Soviet 'Industrial Complex'!

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joyce Cochran
411 15th Ave Apt 32



San Francisco, CA 94118-2826



Joyce Dupuis 
<joycedupuis@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Dupuis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Dupuis
924 Union Rd
Waldoboro, ME 04572-5807





joyce flaherty 
<richflaherty1@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to joyce 
flaherty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. joyce flaherty
23001 S Glen Eagle Dr
Frankfort, IL 60423-7927





Joyce Frohn 
<ahengst1@new.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Frohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Frohn
425 Congress Ave
Oshkosh, WI 54901-2967





joyce Kantoff 
<roaura13@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to joyce 
Kantoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. joyce Kantoff
9553 NE Daniel Ct
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-1319





Joyce Macedo 
<macedojoyce@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Macedo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Joyce Macedo
26 Lafayette St Apt 4
White Plains, NY 10606-2458





Joyce McDonald 
<joymcd@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
McDonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce McDonald
182 S Estate Dr
Webster, NY 14580-2863





Joyce Trumpet 
<joyce1721@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Trumpet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Trumpet
7880 San Benito St
Highland, CA 92346-6353





Joyce Wilson 
<joyanne912@cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Joyce 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Wilson
4411 Brinker St SW
Navarre, OH 44662-9003





Juan Antelo 
<juan.f.antelo@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Juan 
Antelo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Juan Antelo
181 Moylan Ct
Newington, CT 06111-1409





Juan Casanova 
<jgabrielcasanova@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Juan 
Casanova

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Juan Casanova
306 East 91Th Street # 4B
New York,, NY 10128-5306





Juan Cruz 
<juanalberto33@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Juan 
Cruz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Juan Cruz
681 Melrose Ave
Bronx, NY 10455-1111





Juan Morillo 
<morillojuan@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Juan 
Morillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Juan Morillo
4378 Sepulveda Blvd
Apt 204
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3919





JUAN O RODRIGUEZ 
<acerjuan20@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to JUAN 
O RODRIGUEZ

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. JUAN O RODRIGUEZ
7 Calle Georgetti
Comerio, PR 00782-2542





Juanita Leone 
<jnleonekc53@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Juanita Leone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Juanita Leone
2539 Surinam Ct
Holiday, FL 34691-6812





Jude Barnes 
<judebarnes4@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Jude 
Barnes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jude Barnes
269 Sterling Ave
Buffalo, NY 14216-1906





Jude Fletcher 
<jude@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Jude 
Fletcher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jude Fletcher
1218 Campbell St
Oakland, CA 94607-1506





Judi Flanders 
<infin17@frontier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Judi 
Flanders

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judi Flanders
11 Maple Leaf Cir
Penfield, NY 14526-1715





Judi Johnson 
<wolfspirit.johnson@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Judi 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judi Johnson
51 Windham Rd
Derry, NH 03038-4272





Judi Weiner 
<samasinsam@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judi 
Weiner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judi Weiner
17 Doherty Cir Apt C
Swampscott, MA 01907-1775





Judie Rae 
<jrae@gv.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judie 
Rae

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judie Rae
PO Box 357
Grass Valley, CA 95945-0357





Judith Barnett 
<ppuppies@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Barnett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Barnett
4136 E Wilton St
Long Beach, CA 90804-2108





Judith Birgen 
<jbirgen@csu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Birgen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Birgen
9137 S Harper Ave
Chicago, IL 60619-7917





Judith Bondar 
<jubondpines@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Bondar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, THERE IS TOO MUCH AT STAKE and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. PLEASE CONSIDER THE RAMIFICATIONS OF GRANTING this
company permits which will lead to the possible loss of species and
habitat.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Bondar
PO Box 1331
Crestline, CA 92325-1331





Judith Braffman-Miller 
<jbraffmanmiller@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Braffman-Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Braffman-Miller
1149 Partridge Ave
Saint Louis, MO 63130-2449





Judith Burns 
<judith@judithburnsdesi
gn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Burns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Burns
213 Lexington Ave
Eddystone, PA 19022-1519





Judith Butts 
<judith.butts@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Butts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Butts
1036 Sladky Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-3653





Judith Carter 
<judith@rockisland.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Carter
PO Box 513
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-0513





Judith Crespi-Lofton 
<jclofton@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Crespi-Lofton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Crespi-Lofton
4118 Serenity St
Schwenksville, PA 19473-2062





Judith Dupree 
<adlib_pv@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Dupree

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Dupree
PO Box 365
Pine Valley, CA 91962-0365





Judith Essex 
<judith@arts4change.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Essex

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

I AM ABSOLUTELY AGAINST THIS!  THIS IS JUST ANOTHER SCHEME FOR  CORRUPT
INDUSTRY TO TAKE WEALTH AWAY FROM THE COMMONS, WITH COMPENSATION.  AND
YOU CANNOT COMPENSATE ME FOR THE LOSS OF WILDLIFE.  WE SHOULD NOT
DESTROY WHAT WE CANNOT CREATE.  WAKE UP!

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Dr. Judith Essex
1706 Whaley Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-5752



Judith Fritz 
<judybellringer@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Fritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judith Fritz
451 Heritage Dr Apt 311
Pompano Beach, FL 33060-7772





Judith Gordon 
<gordonjudith@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Gordon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Gordon
5452 Clanton Woods Dr
Evans, GA 30809-7424





Judith Hendricks 
<judi@judihendricks.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Hendricks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Hendricks
369 Montezuma Ave
Santa Fe, NM 87501-2835





Judith Hoaglund 
<jhoaglund@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Hoaglund

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Hoaglund
1553 Laguna Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-3741





Judith Hoffman 
<j2hoffma@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Hoffman
4854 39th St
San Diego, CA 92116-2210





Judith Hogg 
<judithhogg@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Hogg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Hogg
1215 South Bethany Creek Dr
Alpharetta, GA 30004-8520





Judith Korf 
<r3n39ad3@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Korf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Judith Korf
2058/11C Royal Fern Ct
Reston, VA 20191-2081





Judith Lotz 
<judith.lotz@nbc.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Lotz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Lotz
1713 N Fairview St
Burbank, CA 91505-1607





Judith Maron-Friend 
<judiemaronfriend@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Maron-Friend

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Maron-Friend
123 Abcde
Portland, OR 97220





Judith McQuown 
<jmcquown@nyc.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judith 
McQuown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith McQuown
1 Gracie Ter Apt 9c
New York, NY 10028-7968





Judith norwood 
<jnorwood1940@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judith 
norwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith norwood
719 W 12 Mile Rd
Royal Oak, MI 48073-3936





Judith Palumbo-Gates 
<gatesju@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Palumbo-Gates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Palumbo-Gates
92 Manzanita Dr
Sequim, WA 98382-8617





Judith Ponder 
<normnlucy@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Ponder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Ponder
7527 SE Raymond St
Portland, OR 97206-4329





Judith Ramirez 
<judy@blackantranch.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Ramirez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Ramirez
35481 Gsosr
Juilian, CA 92036





Judith Roberts 
<judithroberts@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judith Roberts
521 Chauncey Walker St
Belchertown, MA 01007-9331





Judith Schwab 
<jkschwab40@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Schwab

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Schwab
3501 254th Ave SE
Issaquah, WA 98029-7725





Judith Shematek 
<jshematek119@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Shematek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Shematek
119 Chisman Lndg
Seaford, VA 23696-2345





Judith Stepan 
<jstepan@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Stepan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Stepan
6522 E Dynamite Blvd
Cave Creek, AZ 85331-6504





Judith Zabriskie 
<gypsybet@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Judith 
Zabriskie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Zabriskie
5706 Tonyawatha Trl
Monona, WI 53716-2929





Judy Aizuss 
<judy@essentialhealing
byjudy.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Aizuss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judy Aizuss
84 Canyon Rd
Fairfax, CA 94930-2207





Judy Amstutz 
<jlamstutz@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Amstutz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Amstutz
PO Box 191
Lake Dallas, TX 75065-0191





Judy Arshan 
<jarshan@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Arshan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judy Arshan
31 Edgemere Dr
Kendall Park, NJ 08824-7001





Judy Blaisdell 
<juilleb9@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Blaisdell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Blaisdell
1013 County Road 525
Bayfield, CO 81122-9607





Judy Bright 
<jlbrighteyes@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Bright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judy Bright
9103 E Winchcomb Dr
Scottsdale, AZ 85260-7011





Judy Dunsire 
<jpdaffodil@cablespeed.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Dunsire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Dunsire
22425 SE Highland Ln Unit 204
Issaquah, WA 98029-5206





Judy Fraunfelder 
<judy3291@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Fraunfelder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judy Fraunfelder
149 Carolyn Rd
Evergreen, CO 80439-4307





Judy Genandt 
<j.genandt@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Genandt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Genandt
710 Timothy Ct
East Dundee, IL 60118-3038





Judy Gleitsman 
<jjgleits@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Gleitsman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Gleitsman
402 Waterford Ct
Olympia Fields, IL 60461-1448





Judy McClung 
<bendgigi@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judy 
McClung

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy McClung
1355 Sir Francis Drake Blvd Apt 4
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1840





Judy Oust 
<judyoust@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Oust

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Oust
22405 Cranbrooke Dr
Novi, MI 48375-4502





Judy Porter 
<judyporter@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Porter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judy Porter
3104 Pine Cir
Urbandale, IA 50322-4467





Judy Scoble 
<judyscoble@tidewater.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Scoble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judy Scoble
840 Hope Rd
Camden, ME 04843





Judy Spaulding 
<mainelyjudy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Spaulding

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Spaulding
PO Box 34
Athens, ME 04912-0034





Judy Storm 
<gailstormnot@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Storm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Storm
1003 Tyler Way
Sparks, NV 89431-2177





Judy walker 
<standing.stone@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Judy 
walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy walker
740 E 9th St
Houston, TX 77007-1724





Judy Wilson 
<jwilson@grmslaw.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Judy Wilson
PO Box 370188
Montara, CA 94037-0188





Judy Wyeth 
<judy@wyethdigital.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Wyeth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judy Wyeth
121 Locust St
Lodi, WI 53555-1216





Judy Young 
<jeyoung1@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Judy 
Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Young
7009 Almeda Rd Apt 1922
Houston, TX 77054-2185





Juey Coleman 
<jacoleman@peacemail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Juey 
Coleman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Juey Coleman

Omaha, NE





Julia Fujioka 
<buffanblue@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Fujioka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Fujioka
91-183 Puaina Pl
Ewa Beach, HI 96706-1861





Julia Hartman 
<jhartman51@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Hartman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Julia Hartman
70 Dalmatian Trl
Alexander, NC 28701-9210





Julia Hinson 
<jkathinson@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Hinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Julia Hinson
1411 S Nielson St
Gilbert, AZ 85296-9712





Julia Holleran 
<juriaholleran@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Holleran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Holleran
10775 citrus dr
Moorpak, CA 93020





Julia Koerth 
<info@goreydetails.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Koerth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Julia Koerth
10949 SE Cherry Blossom Dr
Portland, OR 97216-3109





Julia Pais 
<yehuditchana@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Pais

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Pais
30304 Spring River Dr
Southfield, MI 48076-5375





Julia Powell 
<powellse@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Powell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Powell
500 Vernon St Apt 318
Oakland, CA 94610-1403





Julia Prem 
<julie.prem@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Prem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Julia Prem
1184 Rt 9 Hudson, NY
Hudson, NY 12534





Julia Reagin 
<juliawilliamsreagin@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Reagin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Reagin
315 S Telemachus St
New Orleans, LA 70119-6138





Julia Roman 
<jroman@frontiernet.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Roman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Roman
9495Windrunner Ln.
Elk Grove, CA 95758





Julia Russell 
<friskyseagle@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Julia 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Russell
175 S Spring Park Ln Apt 103
Meridian, ID 83642-4711





Julian Loui 
<julianloui@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Julian 
Loui

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Loui
2545 Lower Greens Pl
Virginia Beach, VA 23456-3592





Julianne Dunkley 
<jdunkley@arbiter.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Julianne Dunkley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julianne Dunkley
1471 Burton Dr
Cambria, CA 93428-5974





Julianne Ramaker 
<ramaker@coinet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Julianne Ramaker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat "Conservation Plan" = an Oxymoron

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  I understand that NiSource is
pressuring the U.S Fish & Wildlife Service to issue a permit that
would allow NiSource to hurt and kill endangered species anywhere along
a mile-wide, 15,000-mile-long pipeline corridor. And to top it off,
NiSource wants the permit to last for fifty years!  This is absurd and
not in the best interests of our country.  Personally I am sick and
tired of the gas and oil industry putting their profits above a clean
environment which we depend on for our very lives ... not to mention
the lives of other species which, to my mind, takes precedence over
their profit margin.  If they can't be bothered to handle their
business in a manner which is not harmful then they shouldn't be
granted any permit at all.  Period!

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big



and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julianne Ramaker
1375 NE Elk Ct
Bend, OR 97701-5365



Julie Amato 
<julie@sayitaudio.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Amato

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Amato
4251 Tujunga Ave Apt 10
Studio City, CA 91604-2947





Julie Andrews 
<julieandrewsrocks@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Andrews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Andrews
4934 Telegraph Ave
Oakland, CA 94609-2012





Julie Bartolotto 
<blueroseofpurity@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Bartolotto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Julie Bartolotto
53 Brewster St
Johnson City, NY 13790-2835





Julie Bertolucci 
<julie40b@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Bertolucci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Bertolucci
41 Frank Hitchcock Rd
Cairo, NY 12413-2500





Julie Costello 
<costellojulie@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Costello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Costello
5679 Mountville Rd
Adamstown, MD 21710-9610





Julie Font 
<american_idiot69@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Font

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Font

OH





Julie Gengo 
<yogablu@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Gengo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Gengo
1816 Carlson Blvd
Richmond, CA 94804-5222





Julie Greco 
<julieandmario@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Greco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Greco
2645 N Wilton Ave
Chicago, IL 60614-2320





Julie Harris 
<julieanneh@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Harris
4185 SW 167th Ave
Aloha, OR 97007-1903





Julie Hartmann 
<uwbbadger@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Hartmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Hartmann
11901 W Appleton Ave Unit 11
Milwaukee, WI 53224-4936





Julie johnson 
<julie@custer.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie johnson
832 Montgomery St
Custer, SD 57730-1621





Julie Lam 
<lam2717@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Lam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Lam
4717 SW 103rd Ter
Gainesville, FL 32608-7179





Julie Levin 
<jl47hope@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Habitat Conservation

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Levin
28 E 10th St
New York, NY 10003-6201





Julie Martinez 
<vegqueen@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Martinez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Julie Martinez
300 Berkshire Way
Placentia, CA 92870-1431





Julie Norcorss 
<julienrcrss@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Norcorss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Norcorss
6540 NE 18th Ave
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33334-5148





Julie Osteen 
<julieo4050@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Osteen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Osteen
7220 Plathe Rd
New Port Richey, FL 34653-4545





Julie Owen 
<julieowen3@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Owen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Owen
571 Santa Barbara Rd
Berkeley, CA 94707-1716





Julie Parisi Kirby 
<juliepkirby@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Parisi Kirby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Parisi Kirby
36 Purdy Hollow Rd
Woodstock, NY 12498-2224





Julie Robinson 
<jlvanfosson@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Robinson
5211 Mawood St
Fayetteville, NC 28314-1412





Julie Sanford 
<jksanford@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Sanford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Sanford
15416 Gault St
Van Nuys, CA 91406-5213





Julie Squire 
<jksdls2@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Squire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Squire
6605 Claremont Ave
Raytown, MO 64133-5440





Julie Starling 
<juliestarling@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Starling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Starling
4314 Mahan Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20906-4773





julie svendsen 
<jcsvendsen@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to julie 
svendsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. julie svendsen
4335 W Sarah St
Burbank, CA 91505-3837





Julie Takatsch 
<56jules@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Takatsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Takatsch
67 Schoolhouse Rd
Port Jervis, NY 12771-3544





Julie Thayer 
<juliecthayer@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Thayer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Julie Thayer
4 Alfred St # 1
Boston, MA 02130-2839





Julie Thompson 
<jult330@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Thompson
101 Sanders Dr
Florence, KY 41042-2801





Julie Unruh 
<unruh.julie@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Unruh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Unruh
1203 New Jersey St
Lawrence, KS 66044-3357





Julie Webster 
<websterj@des.deerfiel
d.ma.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Julie 
Webster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

We must consider all living creatures while we expand our world. This
action does not.  Think of t your grandchildren and what you will leave
them

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Webster



243 Bridge St
Northampton, MA 01060-2404



julie wilgus 
<thewilgi@gmail.com>

11/19/2011 08:28 AM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
 
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat 
Conservation Plan.
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. 
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide 
corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and 
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and 
ecologically cohesive units.
Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for 
either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, 
may be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill 
endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those 
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other 
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such 
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP 
should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.
The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This 
HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, 
both in terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate 
analysis and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to 
follow suit.
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many 
endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.
 
Thank you sincerely for your time and consideration,
Julie Wilgus of Philadelphia, PA



Julien Kaven Parcou 
<jkparcou@seychelles.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Julien 
Kaven Parcou

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julien Kaven Parcou
P.O. Box 559, Victoria House
Victoria, None 00248





Juliet Martinez 
<julietemartinez@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Juliet 
Martinez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Juliet Martinez
Tucson
Tucson, AZ 85710





Juliette Smock 
<julessuka@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Juliette Smock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Juliette Smock
PO Box 284
Brookfield, OH 44403-0284





June Bancroft 
<jb11995@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to June 
Bancroft

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. June Bancroft
16 Meadow Dr
Egg Harbor Twp, NJ 08234-7400





Juno Ellis 
<jellis2174@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Juno 
Ellis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Juno Ellis
834 N Parish Pl
Burbank, CA 91506-1543





Justin Green 
<justinbgreen@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Justin 
Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Green
1722 Silverwood Dr
Tallahassee, FL 32301-6779





Justin Hirsch 
<jwhirsch84@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Justin 
Hirsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Hirsch
525 Dabney Ln.
Steamboat Springs, CO 80487-4914





Justin Kent 
<justin@justinkent.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Justin 
Kent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Kent
888 Biscayne Blvd Apt 704
Miami, FL 33132-1512





Justin Schmidt 
<ponerine@dakotacom.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Justin 
Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Justin Schmidt
1961 W Brichta Dr
Tucson, AZ 85745-1812





Justin Small 
<jsmall1019@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Justin 
Small

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Small
5b Notre Dame St
Westfield, MA 01085-1923





Justine Moore 
<justinemoore@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Justine Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Justine Moore
1616 Hewitt Dr
Houston, TX 77018-1802





Justine Olmez 
<jolmez@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Justine Olmez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Justine Olmez
50 James St
North Attleboro, MA 02760-3109





Justine Van Ostran 
<justinevanostran@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Justine Van Ostran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Justine Van Ostran
126 Prophet Dr
West Lafayette, IN 47906-1211





"J. Adam Bailey" 
<bajadam2002@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Adam Bailey"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J. Adam Bailey
8 S Cross Rd
Gill, MA 01354-9720





"J. Barry Gurdin" 
<gurdin@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Barry Gurdin"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. J. Barry Gurdin
247 Ortega St
San Francisco, CA 94122-4617





"J. Corcoran" 
<livegan@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Corcoran"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J. Corcoran
411 Walnut St # 7537
Green Cove Springs, FL 32043-3443





"J. Loacker" 
<jdloacker@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Loacker"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J. Loacker
PO Box 1103
8990 Oceancrest Lane
Manzanita, OR 97130-1103





"J. Malkerson" 
<malkerson10@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Malkerson"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. J. Malkerson
808 Harbor Dr S
Venice, FL 34285-3118





"J. Robert Frazer" 
<bfrazer274@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Robert Frazer"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

J. Robert Frazer
102 Ravenhill Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-2702





"J. Valentine" 
<valentine2638@roadru
nner.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Valentine"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. J. Valentine
RR 1
East Machias, ME 04630-9803





"J. Viniko" 
<jlviniko@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "J. 
Viniko"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is extremely
wide-ranging. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years appears an unreasonably long time for permits to
"take" endangered species. It is impossible for either
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other
threats to species, may be decades from now. It is inappropriate to
grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half a
century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat
loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that
NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and
unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the
HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you for taking these comments and making the wisest decisions on
the above proposal.

Sincerely,

Ms. J. Viniko

Seattle, WA





"J.B. Johnson-Allen" 
<irish10@roadrunner.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to "J.B. 
Johnson-Allen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J.B. Johnson-Allen
3956 Hustonville Rd
Danville, KY 40422-9411





"J.C. Williamson" 
<williamsonjc@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "J.C. 
Williamson"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J.C. Williamson
1755 Belle Meade Rd
Encinitas, CA 92024-4210





"J.D. King" 
<greendolfy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to "J.D. 
King"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J.D. King
PO Box 161
Remsen, NY 13438-0161





"J.D. Ryan" 
<ryanspeace@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "J.D. 
Ryan"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. J.D. Ryan
1250 Poppy Creek Rd
Mc Coy, CO 80463-9705





"J.L. Angell" 
<jangell@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "J.L. 
Angell"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. J.L. Angell
Ponderosa Rd
Rescue, CA 95672





K Gorman 
<kgorman2989@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to K 
Gorman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. K Gorman
21 Copper Mine Rd
Farmington, CT 06032-2167





K Krupinski 
<kkbluerose@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to K 
Krupinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. K Krupinski
392 E Palm St
Altadena, CA 91001-4868





K Morian 
<klmorian@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to K 
Morian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. K Morian
2043 Dunsford Ter
Jacksonville, FL 32207-4348





K Owens 
<donkat@centurytel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to K 
Owens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. K Owens
7621 N Kidder Rd
Edgerton, WI 53534-9704





K Reifke 
<kbreifke@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to K 
Reifke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. K Reifke
589 Pigeon Creek Rd
Pottstown, PA 19465-8256





K s <ksokoloff@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to K s

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

K s
9
B, CA 90210



K Walker 
<leftolder@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to K 
Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. K Walker
1719 W Gardner Ave
Spokane, WA 99201-1832





Kacie Shelton 
<kacie@ofb.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kacie 
Shelton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kacie Shelton
465 S El Molino Ave Apt 5
Pasadena, CA 91101-3453





Kandeda Trefil 
<ktrefil@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kandeda Trefil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kandeda Trefil
31475 Albion Ridge Road
Albion, CA 95410-0399





Kandy Fabreo 
<zerowons@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kandy 
Fabreo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kandy Fabreo
10353 Miller Ave
Apt 2
Cupertino, CA 95014-7412





Kane Mordaunt 
<mordaunt@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Kane 
Mordaunt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kane Mordaunt
2233 137th Pl SE
Bellevue, WA 98005-4031





Kanwaldeep Singh 
<kddd75@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kanwaldeep Singh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kanwaldeep Singh
1063 Morse Ave
Apt 15-311
Sunnyvale, CA 94089-1679





Kar Paul 
<jami_son@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kar 
Paul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kar Paul
105 Trevose Rd
Trevose, PA 19053-6521





Karen 2Sewell 
<jsewell@ncn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
2Sewell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen 2Sewell
PO Box 352
West Bend, IA 50597-0352





Karen Antczak 
<jantczak@twcny.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Antczak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karen Antczak
103 Bungalow Ter
Syracuse, NY 13207-1101





Karen Bachrach 
<karen@dcvelocity.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Bachrach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Bachrach
185 Underwood St
Holliston, MA 01746-1660





Karen Bartell 
<hulene1@austin.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Bartell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karen Bartell
190 Chalk Bluff Ct
Driftwood, TX 78619-4605





Karen Blasche 
<sparkypal@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Blasche

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Blasche
PO Box 5068
Beaverton, OR 97006-0068





Karen Boekschoten 
<karen.boekschoten@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Boekschoten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Boekschoten
114 Kenilworth Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-2443





Karen Borgardt 
<kborgardt@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Borgardt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Borgardt
3771 Coldwater Dr
Rocklin, CA 95765-4612





KAREN BURCHETT 
<eden58@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
KAREN BURCHETT

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. KAREN BURCHETT
1800 Grismer Ave
Burbank, CA 91504-3600





Karen Campo 
<campo@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Campo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Campo
633 Bensel Dr
Landing, NJ 07850-1434





Karen Cappa 
<kjcappico@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Cappa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Cappa
581 Santa Alicia Dr
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-5002





Karen Carrington 
<karencarrington@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Carrington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Carrington
455 Crescent St
Oakland, CA 94610-2661





Karen Chesney 
<karen@nassiri.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Chesney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Chesney
5187 Somerset Dr
Las Vegas, NV 89120-1544





KAREN COLLETT 
<klcollett@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
KAREN COLLETT

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I would like to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Fifty years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

There is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved
as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. KAREN COLLETT
280 E 1100 S
Bountiful, UT 84010-5036





Karen Dauberman 
<gumby1_6@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Dauberman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Dauberman
1554 Huddell Ave
Linwood, PA 19061-4121





Karen Deora 
<karendeora@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Deora

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Deora
2943 NE 9th Ave
Portland, OR 97212-3148





Karen Falk 
<kfalk@bbllaw.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Falk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Falk
12612 2nd Ave S
Seattle, WA 98168-2607





Karen garrison 
<kv2519@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
garrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen garrison
28272 Shadow Mountain Dr
Conifer, CO 80433-8609





Karen Graham 
<rainbeau@battlecreeko
nline.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Graham
6675 Boyd Rd
Battle Creek, MI 49014-9524





Karen Gray 
<graykn@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Gray
221 E 78th St
New York, NY 10075-1218





Karen Gray 
<karen_gray22@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Gray
4471a Opana Pl
Haiku, HI 96708-5385





Karen Greenspan 
<kegreenspan@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Greenspan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Greenspan
114 Liberty St Apt 302
New York, NY 10006-1006





Karen Grubb 
<kgrubb@fairmontstate.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Grubb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Grubb
21 Beverly Cir
Fairmont, WV 26554-1464





Karen Guerin 
<fox333@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Guerin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.   I CARE DEEPLY ABOUT THE ANIMALS
AND AM NOT INTERESTED IN SUPPORTING ANYTHING THAT HARMS THEM,
ESPECIALLY FOR THE PROFITS OF AN ENERGY COMPANY.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Guerin
154 Albany Ave
Shreveport, LA 71105-2102





Karen Hafer 
<karjane@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Hafer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Hafer
405 Avenida Granada Apt 300
San Clemente, CA 92672-5234





Karen Hall 
<khall.tesserae@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Hall

AZ 85016





Karen Hansen 
<beyondblue@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I'm hoping we can put planet before profits. I am writing to register
several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Hansen
601 University Ave
Burbank, CA 91504-3924





karen holler 
<holler4minelli@embarq
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to karen 
holler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. karen holler
71 Wedgestone Rd
Stanardsville, VA 22973-3057





Karen Kelleher 
<kelleher1944@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Kelleher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Kelleher
PO Box 72
Richland, NJ 08350-0072





Karen Kelly 
<kell970@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Kelly
970 Rockaway Ln
Camano Island, WA 98282-8605





Karen Kokolis 
<karenkokolis@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Kokolis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Kokolis
207 Charter House Rd
Columbia, SC 29212-1208





Karen McDonough 
<kmcdonrose@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
McDonough

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen McDonough
5753g E Santa Ana Canyon Rd
# 415
Anaheim, CA 92807-3229





Karen Miller 
<karen_miller@corvel.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Miller
PO Box 2754
Crestline, CA 92325-2754





Karen Morse 
<kam030761@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Morse
408 W 6th St
Emporium, PA 15834-1014





Karen Morss 
<karenmorss@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Morss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Morss
775 Upland Rd
Redwood City, CA 94062-3042





Karen Multer 
<karen@multer.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Multer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Multer
1022 Bramblewood Ct NE
Lenoir, NC 28645-3836





Karen Murray 
<bambinaki@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Murray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Murray
409 Broadway Ave
Orlando, FL 32803-5603





Karen Olsen 
<mtlunasea@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Olsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Olsen
460 Troy Rd
Ithaca, NY 14850-9022





Karen Ornelas 
<ornelas@boydcomm.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Ornelas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Ornelas
764 W 2nd St
San Pedro, CA 90731-2424





Karen Owens 
<vaughanerette@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Owens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Owens
20 Park St
Cortland, NY 13045-3258





Karen Pearlman 
<karenpearlman@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Pearlman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Pearlman
6876 Boulder Lake Ave
San Diego, CA 92119-1904





Karen Pedersen 
<karen.leafygreen@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Pedersen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Pedersen
Los Angeles
Los Angeles, CA 90065





Karen Pike-Roberts 
<cannot_cook@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Pike-Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Pike-Roberts
8329 E Floyd Rd
Rome, NY 13440-0649





Karen Pope 
<tigerland90@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Pope

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karen Pope
3541 E Sunny Dunes Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92264-1305





Karen Powell 
<akpowell@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Powell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Powell
10717 Wildwood Dr
Greenville, MI 48838-7119





Karen Raccio 
<kfraccio@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Raccio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Raccio
6400 Ranchview Ln N
Osseo, MN 55311-3934





karen Ramsell 
<karenramsell@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to karen 
Ramsell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss karen Ramsell
Narvik Drive
Eagan, MN 55122





Karen Ratzlaff 
<laughingrat@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Ratzlaff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Ratzlaff
645 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2820





Karen Raum 
<mikkelaum@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Raum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Raum
5916 Bethia Ln
Brooklyn Park, MN 55429-1013





Karen Rigatti 
<krigatti@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Rigatti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Rigatti
71 Rotary Ave
Binghamton, NY 13905-4146





Karen Robbins 
<flutey98@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Robbins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Robbins
161 W 75th St Apt 13d
New York, NY 10023-1809





Karen Rocha 
<starbrite001@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Rocha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Rocha
109 Ford St
Ansonia, CT 06401-2672





Karen Sewick 
<ksewick@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Sewick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Sewick
4133 Saratoga Ave # B112
Downers Grove, IL 60515-2064





Karen Stacey 
<mobley1890@ameritec
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Stacey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Stacey
3534 N Wolcott Ave # 1
Chicago, IL 60657-1045





Karen Steward 
<kj_stew@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Steward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Steward
PO Box 256
Greenfield, MA 01302-0256





Karen Stickney 
<kstick35@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Stickney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Stickney
4 Arbania St
Auburn, ME 04210-4259





Karen Terre 
<oliver1229@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Terre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Terre
6603 Massey Ln
Memphis, TN 38120-3325





Karen Thompson 
<katcat3033@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Thompson
1604 E Willow Ave
Wheaton, IL 60187-5951





Karen Voigt 
<akvoigt@powercom.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Voigt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Voigt
6821 County Road J
Valders, WI 54245-9710





Karen Watkins 
<katusha@main.nc.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Watkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Watkins
201 Sang Branch Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714-6068





Karen Weidner 
<kandk4196@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Weidner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Weidner
154 Back Acres Rd
Chapin, SC 29036-8539





Karen Weinberg 
<theartist@neo.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Weinberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Weinberg
749 Ravine Dr
Youngstown, OH 44505-1609





Karen Winnick 
<kbwbooks@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Winnick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Winnick
9355 Wilshire Blvd
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-5413





Karen Wright 
<karen2115@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Wright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Wright
15 Normandy Rd
Framingham, MA 01702-2301





Karen Wright 
<karenwrightus@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Wright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Wright
8005 Owens Way
Arvada, CO 80005-2037





Karen Yost 
<keyost91@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Yost

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Karen Yost
9623 Vista Casitas Dr NW
Albuquerque, NM 87114-3721





Karen Zelinsky Kite  
<kjz2@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Karen 
Zelinsky Kite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Zelinsky Kite
7418 Campbell Lane
Pennsylvania Furnace, PA 16865-1018





Kari Dyrdahl 
<rufus61@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kari 
Dyrdahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kari Dyrdahl
2670 County Road I
Mounds View, MN 55112-4362





Kari Hobson 
<hobson007@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kari 
Hobson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kari Hobson
1660 Greenfield Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3520





Kari Wilson 
<karilynwilson@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kari 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kari Wilson
334 Kuukama St
Kailua, HI 96734-2951





Karim Pertew 
<pertewfam@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Karim 
Pertew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karim Pertew
3 Clifford Place
East Norwich, NY 11732





Karin Lazarus 
<karinlazarus@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karin 
Lazarus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karin Lazarus
3126 Foundry Pl
Boulder, CO 80301-6141





Karin Sahlman 
<karinsahlman@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karin 
Sahlman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karin Sahlman
Dimgatan 19 C
Gavle, CO 80271





Karina Conkrite 
<karina.conkrite@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Karina Conkrite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karina Conkrite
326 E 33rd St
Baltimore, MD 21218-3473





Karina Cotler 
<karinajoy@willitsonline.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Karina Cotler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

No loopholes for polluters! Protect our planet, our water, our life.

Sincerely,

Karina Cotler
1517 Casteel Dr
Willits, CA 95490-8304





Karissa Henzel 
<newmoon91@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Karissa Henzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Karissa Henzel
12102 W Highway 12
Lowden, WA 99360-9716





KARL HENSCHEL 
<kbh3@roadrunner.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to KARL 
HENSCHEL

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. KARL HENSCHEL
PO Box 236
65005 Sun Oro Rd.
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-0236





Karl Hubert 
<wendiigo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Karl 
Hubert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Hubert
190 Bryden Ct
Courtdale, PA 18704-1132





Karl Riemann 
<highhookus@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Karl 
Riemann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Riemann
7 Ashford Dr
Trenton, NJ 08610-1103





Karl Tollefson 
<karltollefson@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Karl 
Tollefson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Tollefson
1751 Klondike Rd
West Lafayette, IN 47906-4804





Karl Volk 
<karljvolk@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Karl 
Volk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Volk
43 Whittier Blvd
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603-4115





Karla Huard 
<thewitchskitchen@hap
pyhippie.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karla 
Huard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karla Huard
PO Box 591
30 Trafalgar Square
South Barre, MA 01074-0591





Karla Keffer 
<sallybowles1103@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karla 
Keffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karla Keffer
411 Ocean Ave Apt 1b
Brooklyn, NY 11226-1764





Karla Zirbes 
<skzirbes@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Karla 
Zirbes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karla Zirbes
W7671 Wisconsin Ave
Hortonville, WI 54944-9233





Karlene Gentile 
<karlene.gentile@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Karlene Gentile

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karlene Gentile
120 Point Comfort Rd
Mary Esther, FL 32569-2040





Karol Judy-Patsy 
<honeyst@atc-pa.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Karol 
Judy-Patsy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karol Judy-Patsy
187 Fernwood Dr
Clinton, PA 15026-1588





Karol Morphew 
<kadm@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Karol 
Morphew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karol Morphew
8119 Lopez Dr
Clinton, WA 98236-9236





Karol Sue Reddington 
<karolsue7@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Karol 
Sue Reddington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karol Sue Reddington
2 Wheaton Ctr Apt 707
Wheaton, IL 60187-2311





Karsten Mueller 
<k.mueller@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Karsten Mueller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karsten Mueller
207 Hubbard St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2939





Karyn Gil 
<gilkaryn@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Karyn 
Gil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karyn Gil
1518 54th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-4523





Karyon Owen 
<kowen@foley.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Karyon Owen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karyon Owen
280 Little Creek Trl
Berkeley Springs, WV 25411-4540





Kat Haber 
<kathaber@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kat 
Haber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kat Haber
56-485 Riviera Drive
Homer, AK 99603





Kat Malstead 
<wolfdancer@cascadea
ccess.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kat 
Malstead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Malstead
35712 SE Suface Rd
Estacada, OR 97023-8426





Kat Milacek 
<meandmypuppet@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kat 
Milacek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Milacek
504 Riney Rd
Little Elm, TX 75068-5403





Kat Thomas 
<kathomas206@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kat 
Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Thomas
1007 E Alder St
Seattle, WA 98122-5367





Kate Alexander 
<katedalexander3@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Alexander
2305 Goldberry Ln
Davis, CA 95616-2961





Kate Inglis 
<katemooninglis@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Inglis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Inglis
PO Box 35
San Cristobal, NM 87564-0035





Kate Jamal 
<katejamal73@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Jamal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kate Jamal
710 N Van Buren St
Wilmington, DE 19805-3250





Kate Kenner 
<faunesiegel@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Kenner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Kenner
31 Woodman St
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130-3801





Kate Noto 
<katecarr70@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Noto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Noto
14972 Newport Rd
Clearwater, FL 33764-7085





Kate Rubbelke 
<kate_rubbelke@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Rubbelke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Rubbelke
1194 Glenmeade Dr Apt E
Maryland Heights, MO 63043-4418





Kate SParks 
<kate.p.sparks@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kate 
SParks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate SParks
161 Boulder View Rd
Boulder, CO 80302-9244





Kate Voorheis 
<kate.voorheis@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Voorheis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Voorheis
1105 Virginia Ave
Palm Harbor, FL 34683-4440





Kate Woods 
<rockturner8@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kate 
Woods

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Woods
20620 New Idria Rd
Paicines, CA 95043-9722





Katelyn Clark 
<katelyn.e.clark@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Katelyn Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Katelyn Clark
54 Bremond St
Belleville, NJ 07109-2754





Katelynn Rossiter 
<katelynnr@quixote.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Katelynn Rossiter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katelynn Rossiter
612 1/2 Park Row Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90012-1028





Katharine Grantham 
<trinagrantham@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Katharine Grantham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katharine Grantham
66 Taormina Ln
Ojai, CA 93023-3628





Katharine Ruthroff  
<katie.ruthroff@sonoma.
dds.ca.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Katharine Ruthroff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katharine Ruthroff
PO Box 933
Eldridge, CA 95431-0933





Kathei McMullen 
<kathei53-emails@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kathei 
McMullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathei McMullen
25 Elm St
Enfield, CT 06082-3672





Katherin Balles 
<kab2632@netzero.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Katherin Balles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherin Balles
2122 Brewster Pl
Bremerton, WA 98310-4518





Katherine Babiak 
<kmbnyc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Babiak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

This is outrageous.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Babiak
99 Bank St
New York, NY 10014-2109





Katherine Brown 
<katherine.m.brown.98
@alum.dartmouth.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Brown
99 John St Apt 2403
New York, NY 10038-2935





Katherine Case 
<j_k_case@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Case

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katherine Case
332 Gertrude St
Elgin, IL 60123-7402





Katherine Edwards 
<rockynkay@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Edwards
20927 Oak Rdg
Lago Vista, TX 78645-6058





Katherine Farago 
<kitf@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Farago

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Farago

AZ





Katherine Fligg 
<katherine.fligg@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Fligg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Fligg
35 Almenar Dr
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1143





Katherine Krader 
<kkrader@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Krader

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Krader
83 Wyckoff St Apt 4
Brooklyn, NY 11201-6363





Katherine Latorre 
<latorrek@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Latorre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Latorre
703 Cleveland St
Redwood City, CA 94061-1614





Katherine Miller 
<dgmandkm@san.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
TOO BIG to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is FAR TOO LONG for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts TOO MANY endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Miller
3285 E Fox Run Way
San Diego, CA 92111-7746





Katherine Nelson 
<nicoeli3@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Nelson
9445 S 232nd St
Kent, WA 98031-3166





Katherine O'Hara 
<oharak622@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine O'Hara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katherine O'Hara
944 Golden Beach Blvd
Indian Harbour Beach, FL 32937-2755





Katherine Pierini  
<kateypierini@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Pierini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Pierini
715 30th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122-5011





Katherine 
Rahmanizadeh 
<shenzi_kathy@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine 
Rahmanizadeh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Rahmanizadeh
1541 Hammock Ln
Pembroke Pines, FL 33026-3212





Katherine Roberts 
<grrlfriday@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Roberts
132 Beulah St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2718





Katherine Skirvin 
<kzskirvin@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Skirvin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Skirvin
3210 SW Hailey Pl
Pendleton, OR 97801-3631





Katherine Vithlani  
<dakavit@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Vithlani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Vithlani
540 Main St Apt 1012
New York, NY 10044-0117





Katherine Williams 
<kitwits@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Katherine Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Williams
2102 Bryant St
Madison, NC 27025-9701





katherine yeboah 
<katherineangelayeboah
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
katherine yeboah

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. katherine yeboah
3641 S Sepulveda Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6817





Kathi Kobayashi 
<kathi.kobayashi@pillsb
urylaw.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Kathi 
Kobayashi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathi Kobayashi
725 S Figueroa St
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5524





Kathie Caflisch 
<ksc1949@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kathie 
Caflisch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathie Caflisch
75 Pebblecreek Dr
Lake Zurich, IL 60047-2625





Kathie Skopek 
<skopek@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Kathie 
Skopek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathie Skopek
223 S 8th St
Lindenhurst, NY 11757-4671





Kathleen Alexander 
<dogone1205@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Alexander
6110 Tyne St
Houston, TX 77007-3044





Kathleen Bowe 
<boweka@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Bowe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Bowe
1118 W Spruce St
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729-2002





Kathleen BOYD 
<riverrat32443@kvdirect
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen BOYD

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen BOYD
786 Luke Chute Rd
Waterford, OH 45786-6264





Kathleen Brady 
<katiebrady30@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Brady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Brady
450 Chateau Dr
Carson City, NV 89701-4511





Kathleen Braico MD 
<ktbraico@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Braico MD

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kathleen Braico MD
10 Ashley Pl
Queensbury, NY 12804-2552





Kathleen Coburn 
<kcee15@netzero.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Coburn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Coburn
2411 1/2 Pine St
Everett, WA 98201-3229





Kathleen Conley 
<kathleenconley@ymail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Conley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Conley
81 Avenel Blvd Apt 105a
Long Branch, NJ 07740-7758





Kathleen Cover 
<mymarzipan@mac.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Cover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Cover
PO Box 1046
53 Associates Rd./
West Falmouth, MA 02574-1046





Kathleen freitas 
<kathymfreitas@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen freitas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen freitas
1982 Sobre Vista Rd
Sonoma, CA 95476-3238





Kathleen Gordon 
<kathyirishgreen@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Gordon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kathleen Gordon
31 Rose St
Somerville, MA 02143-3810





Kathleen Graff 
<themom@respectnatur
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Graff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Graff
4027 Old Federal Hill Rd
Jarrettsville, MD 21084-1237





Kathleen Helmer 
<kath51@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Helmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Helmer
23125 Dolorosa St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6108





Kathleen Hollenberg 
<kbarrhollenberg@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Hollenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Hollenberg
53467 Brittany Trl
Elkhart, IN 46514-8123





Kathleen Kelleher 
<native210@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Kelleher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Kelleher
100 E Laurel Ave
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1954





Kathleen Kestell  
<jkestell@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Kestell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Kestell
15611 N Little Spokane Dr
Spokane, WA 99208-8527





Kathleen Lawrence 
<kelawrence@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Lawrence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Lawrence
68680 Dinah Shore Dr
Apt 68d
Cathedral City, CA 92234-5788





Kathleen McCabe 
<kmccabeosf@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen McCabe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen McCabe
1834 San Antonio Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-4125





Kathleen Mix 
<pmix@wi.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Mix

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Mix
1129 Forest Hills Dr
Howards Grove, WI 53083-1550





Kathleen O'Connell 
<koconne@iupui.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen O'Connell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen O'Connell
5360 Singleton St
Indianapolis, IN 46227-2065





Kathleen Owens 
<koconifer@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Owens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Owens
6 Conifer Dr
Mendham, NJ 07945-3023





Kathleen Pugh 
<kp50.1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Pugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.
NO MORE LOOP HOLES!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Pugh
2026 W Denton Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85015-2822





Kathleen Rengert 
<k2ees@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Rengert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Rengert
PO Box 197
Unionville, PA 19375-0197





Kathleen Russler 
<katr_22@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Russler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Russler
100 Branham Ln E
Apt 3102
San Jose, CA 95111-3876





Kathleen Sherretts  
<stofan@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Sherretts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Sherretts
85 Fern St
Bangor, ME 04401-5503





Kathleen Sonntag 
<ksonntag@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Sonntag

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Sonntag
PO Box 3602
Carmel By The, CA 93921-3602





Kathleen Sutcliffe  
<ksutcliffe@earthjustice.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 03:39 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Sutcliffe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

Regional Director, Midwest Region Lisa Mandell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Ecological Services
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Regional Director, Midwest Region Mandell, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Ecological Services,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big,
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Sutcliffe
3 Church Ln
High Falls, NY 12440-5518





Kathleen Trochlell  
<ktrochlell@wi.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Trochlell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Trochlell
144 S 80th St
Milwaukee, WI 53214-1430





kathleen v adamski  
<rarekat9@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
kathleen v adamski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kathleen v adamski
216 Old Nyack Tpke
Spring Valley, NY 10977-5308





Kathleen Wolfe 
<catlight45@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kathleen Wolfe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Wolfe
28701 6th Pl S Apt 201
Des Moines, WA 98198-8274





Kathryn Boland 
<kdb5678@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Boland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Boland
4 Osborne Ct # 2
Newport, RI 02840-3124





Kathryn Buster 
<kateynaturelady@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Buster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Buster
PO Box 4646
Aspen, CO 81612-4646





Kathryn Costanzo 
<revkathycostanzo@insi
ghtbb.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Costanzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Costanzo
8600 Birch Ct
Louisville, KY 40242-3461





Kathryn Henzler 
<kvhenzler@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Henzler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Henzler
508 S Ridge Dr
Perrysburg, OH 43551-1276





Kathryn Kaffer 
<kathrynkaffer@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Kaffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Kaffer
1020 Patton Dr
Gallup, NM 87301-7425





Kathryn Keeton 
<3keetons@cableone.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Keeton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathryn Keeton
1415 W Kimra St
Meridian, ID 83642-2424





Kathryn Kind 
<kind1@ca.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Kind

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Kind
904 Nowita Pl
Venice, CA 90291-3839





Kathryn Konigsberger  
<yorkiesrgreat@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Konigsberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  It is my understanding that your
job is to safeguard U.S. resources but it seems that NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan is in conflict with the future of our resources.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Konigsberger
1264 Indian Bluff Dr
Apopka, FL 32703-1519





Kathryn Leonnig 
<kleonnig@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Leonnig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Leonnig
7321 Oakbluff Dr
Dallas, TX 75254-2738





Kathryn Macbride 
<abeclub_miramonte@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Macbride

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Macbride
1 La Campana Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1806





Kathryn Morse 
<kathryn.morse@live.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Morse
1008 E Georgetown St
Crystal Springs, MS 39059-2588





Kathryn Plitt  
<kplitt@centurytel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Plitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathryn Plitt
1410 Sea Cliff Dr NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332-9599





Kathryn Rose 
<mizkate52@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Rose
2749 Lafayette St
Denver, CO 80205-4448





Kathryn Santana 
<kathryn.qahira@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Santana

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathryn Santana
2218 High Mesa Dr
Bradbury, CA 91008-1218





Kathryn Swartz 
<qtkat05@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kathryn Swartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Swartz
362 Bedford Pl
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5326





Kathy Anderson 
<spiritkat@mindspring.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathy Anderson

GA





Kathy Brezinsky 
<kbrezinsky@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Brezinsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kathy Brezinsky
654 Perrilyn Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15226-1451





Kathy Burpee 
<java_sparrow@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Burpee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Burpee
6 High St
Cold Spring, NY 10516-2807





Kathy Castorina 
<kathycastorina@me.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Castorina

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kathy Castorina
8506 Mineral Ridge Way
Charlotte, NC 28269-9140





Kathy DiDonna 
<kathydidonna@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
DiDonna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy DiDonna
1000 10th Ave
Toms River, NJ 08757-2538





Kathy Duke 
<kathyduke@grandeco
m.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Duke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Duke
608 E 49th St
Austin, TX 78751-2606





Kathy Fullerton 
<kathyfullerton@ssndwil
ton.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Fullerton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Fullerton
8404 Charles Valley Ct Apt F
Towson, MD 21204-2028





Kathy Halbower 
<khalbower@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Halbower

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Halbower
1 Lexington Ave Apt 1c
New York, NY 10010-5539





kathy hilt 
<mutroom1@tampabay.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to kathy 
hilt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kathy hilt
PO Box 375
Pinellas Park, FL 33780-0375





Kathy Jones 
<stargatekathy@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kathy Jones
6531 SE Ivon St
Portland, OR 97206-1250





Kathy Kibbie 
<kkibbie@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Kibbie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Kibbie
3425 Apache Trl
Pinckney, MI 48169-9313





kathy kirsh 
<kkirsh@pcinw.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to kathy 
kirsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kathy kirsh
bolton hill rd.
veneta, OR 97487





Kathy Lee 
<kathylee1962@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Lee
1883 Lochaven Dr
Woodbury, MN 55125-9013





Kathy McKinney 
<kathy010148@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
McKinney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy McKinney
4223 SW Spratt Way
Beaverton, OR 97007-8876





Kathy McLean 
<katrina5527@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
McLean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kathy McLean
70 Rockefeller Ave
West Haven, CT 06516-6319





Kathy Miller 
<poocher12@webtv.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Miller
PO Box 532
Broken Arrow, OK 74013-0532





Kathy Patrick 
<kathylpatrick@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Patrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Patrick
295 Brookfield Nashville Rd
Enigma, GA 31749-6800





Kathy Perkins 
<dickenskittycat@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Perkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Perkins
29 West Street
Green Harbor, MA 02041





Kathy Richmond 
<ssprings@custertel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Richmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Richmond
HC 67 Box 680
Clayton, ID 83227-9702





Kathy Rudy 
<mzrudy246@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Rudy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Rudy
2573 SE Charleston Dr
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34952-7326





Kathy Schlecht 
<normsbodyshop@juno.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Schlecht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Schlecht
558 Falls Cir
Mesquite, NV 89027-4909





Kathy Schultz 
<schultz_ks@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Schultz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Schultz
1111 9th Ave
Rock Falls, IL 61071-2751





kathy seal 
<kathyseal@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to kathy 
seal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kathy seal
2431 32nd St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2029





Kathy Snow 
<skyking0@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Snow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Snow
2875 S 98th St
West Allis, WI 53227-3360





Kathy Sward 
<kathylovesquilts@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Sward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Sward
200 Pacific Way
Muir Beach, CA 94965-9734





Kathy Vermeulen 
<rpsadvocate@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kathy 
Vermeulen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Vermeulen
301 W 13th St Apt 258
Muncie, IN 47302-4081





KathyLynn Dabanian 
<katgirl2007@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
KathyLynn Dabanian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. KathyLynn Dabanian
210Washington Ave.
Sellersville, PA 18960-2314





Katie Breen 
<ancientsgates@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Katie 
Breen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Katie Breen
2519 W Conley Ave
Tampa, FL 33611-4727





Katie Clark 
<kates821@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Katie 
Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Clark
819 E Cambridge Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-6107





Katie Mazurek 
<sunshine_alwys@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Katie 
Mazurek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Mazurek
9530 Davis St
Franklin Park, IL 60131-2034





Katie Morgan 
<dweezil718@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Katie 
Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katie Morgan
5272 Chennault Dr
Tinker Afb, OK 73145-4661





Katie Spurlock 
<fenna66@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Katie 
Spurlock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Spurlock
665 Pine St
San Francisco, CA 94108-3240





Katja Phillabaum 
<katja@uwm.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Katja 
Phillabaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Katja Phillabaum
11560 N Riverland Rd
Mequon, WI 53092-2718





Katlyn Stranger 
<ekatfish@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Katlyn 
Stranger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katlyn Stranger
2450 5th Ave
San Rafael, CA 94901-1071





Katrina Berg Sussmeier  
<k@starlinkproductions.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Katrina Berg Sussmeier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Berg Sussmeier
1026 Redmond Ave
San Jose, CA 95120-1835





Katrina Marin-Demers 
<kattyblackbone@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Katrina Marin-Demers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Marin-Demers
2178 Candelero St
Santa Fe, NM 87505-5603





Katy Williams 
<babybichonchopper@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Katy 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katy Williams
301 W Midway St
Colfax, IN 46035-9157





Kay Hunter 
<kandcarl@suddenlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kay 
Hunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kay Hunter
312 Vista Rd
Bishop, CA 93514-2142





Kaye Gucciardo 
<rubarcticwolf@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kaye 
Gucciardo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kaye Gucciardo
1851 66th St
Brooklyn, NY 11204-3803





Kaye Matthews 
<kaye.matthews@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kaye 
Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kaye Matthews
6 Beaver Brook Cir
Amherst, NH 03031-2512





Kaye R Perper 
<kaye174@sccoast.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kaye 
R Perper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kaye R Perper
6625 Coastal Oaks Dr
Conway, SC 29527-6414





Kaye Talamantes 
<javierandkayetal@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Kaye 
Talamantes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kaye Talamantes
6428 Corbin Ave
Reseda, CA 91335-5701





Kayt Smith 
<armstronghart@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kayt 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kayt Smith
4405 Sherbourne Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-4841





Keane Southard 
<ks391262@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Keane Southard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Keane Southard
53 Auger Ave
Northborough, MA 01532-1705





Keary Missler 
<kearymehomenow@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Keary 
Missler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Keary Missler
6348 Amston Dr
Dublin, OH 43017-1705





Keiko Barrett 
<moikadiekat@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Keiko 
Barrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Keiko Barrett
3825 Via Romaya
National City, CA 91950-8229





Keith Allison 
<sky9erkcyes@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Allison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Allison
177 Mainsail Dr
Third Lake, IL 60030-2615





Keith Blomstrom 
<ecoranger@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Blomstrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Blomstrom
1830 Knollwood Dr
Fairmont, MN 56031-2302





Keith Bockus 
<keithpbockus@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Bockus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Bockus
16 Underwood Rd
Hubbardston, MA 01452-1614





Keith Campbell 
<keith.campbell@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Campbell
5828 Township Line Rd
Pipersville, PA 18947-1032





KEITH FLANAGAN 
<ngophan@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
KEITH FLANAGAN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. KEITH FLANAGAN
2720 Smith Blvd
San Angelo, TX 76905-4287





keith lewis 
<k6ld01@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to keith 
lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. keith lewis
18620 Hatteras St Unit 175
Tarzana, CA 91356-1821





Keith Loomis 
<kjloomis@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Loomis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Loomis
5022 W Bluff Dr
Keuka Park, NY 14478-9546





Keith Marbourg 
<cmarbourg@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Marbourg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Marbourg
553 Bonair St
La Jolla, CA 92037-6113





Keith Myers 
<kamyers2@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Myers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Myers
2254 Union St
Indianapolis, IN 46225-1933





Keith Ohler 
<keith.ohler@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Ohler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Ohler
1327 Pine St Apt 3
Boulder, CO 80302-4837





Keith Pedersen 
<kpederse@pointloma.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Pedersen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Keith Pedersen
7455 Keisha Ter
San Diego, CA 92126-6094





Keith Ranney 
<keith.ranney@clearwir
e.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Ranney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Ranney
280 Kamaole Rd
Kula, HI 96790-7440





Keith Siegel 
<csiegel78@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Keith 
Siegel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Siegel
15 Sawmill Rd
Granby, CT 06035-1019





Keitha Hudson 
<wildblue@otelco.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Keitha 
Hudson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Keitha Hudson
741 Taylor Bottoms
Blountsville, AL 35031-4876





kel pickens 
<infinity@giantblueberry
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to kel 
pickens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Since I was raised and live in Oklahoma I have seen many assaults on
the integrity of wildlife by oil and pipeline companies. It is
outrageous and getting worse.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. kel pickens



stillwater, OK 74074-1005



Kelda Chigurh 
<kelda_sees_stars@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kelda 
Chigurh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kelda Chigurh
5644 Blue Feather Ave NW
Albuquerque, NM 87114-6101





Kelle Erwin 
<kelle@slickandslack.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Kelle 
Erwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kelle Erwin
3259 Marwick Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-3641





Kellee Tuttle 
<tuttlekd@brevard.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kellee 
Tuttle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kellee Tuttle
53 Holliday Hill Drive
Horse Shoe, NC 28742





Kelley Anderson 
<kellisland2000@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Kelley 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelley Anderson
6903 Superior Street Cir
Sarasota, FL 34243-5308





Kelley Scanlon 
<rynn30@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Kelley 
Scanlon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelley Scanlon
281 Norwood Ave
Syracuse, NY 13206-1651





Kelli Rooney 
<rooney.kelli@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kelli 
Rooney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kelli Rooney
2310 W Nelson St
Chicago, IL 60618-7091





Kellie Morris 
<kellie.m.morris@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kellie 
Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kellie Morris
1200 W Boutz Rd
Las Cruces, NM 88005-3807





Kelly Brannigan 
<kbrannigan@cdfa.ca.g
ov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Brannigan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Brannigan
445 E Cornell Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-5416





Kelly Dennehy 
<kelly.dennehy@redshift
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Dennehy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Dennehy
744 Rhode Island St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2630





Kelly Epstein 
<kepstein1@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Epstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Epstein
18319 Champion Forest Dr
Spring, TX 77379-3973





Kelly Erwin 
<lilykins24@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Erwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kelly Erwin
2563 E Mesquite Ave
Palm Springs, CA 92264-5024





Kelly Franklin 
<kelro9@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Franklin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Franklin
9079 Appaloosa Ct
Alta Loma, CA 91737-1457





Kelly Hatt 
<haunt2005@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Hatt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kelly Hatt
338 Dogwood Ln
Womelsdorf, PA 19567-9779





Kelly Healy 
<kelly.pittman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Healy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Healy
2221 N 2nd St
Apt 3
Clinton, IA 52732-2445





Kelly Hochendoner 
<kandr@gorge.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Hochendoner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kelly Hochendoner
367 NE Spring St
White Salmon, WA 98672





Kelly Louis 
<KLouis2112@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Louis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kelly Louis
1030 W Franklin St Apt 702
Evansville, IN 47710-1172





Kelly Rauch 
<kellyrauch@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Rauch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

On a personal note...are we really that stupid of a nation?.....we can
spend billions on a useless space program and be so inventive as to get
people to an uninhabitable moon but we just can't seem to come up with
alternative safe and renewable energy solutions.....really?....what is
wrong with this country?

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mrs. Kelly Rauch
4920 N Mulligan Ave
Chicago, IL 60630-2924



Kelly Snyder 
<cowgirl.forever@ymail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Snyder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Snyder
7247 Nashville Hwy
Baxter, TN 38544-3807





Kelly Woodford 
<kellywoodford2005@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Kelly 
Woodford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Woodford
509 W 13th St
Marshfield, WI 54449-4017





Kelsey Baker 
<yeslek777@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kelsey Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kelsey Baker
9 Driftwood Ave
Novato, CA 94945-1729





Kelsey Colliander 
<kelseylynndesigns@ho
tmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kelsey Colliander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Colliander
27 193rd Pl SW
Bothell, WA 98012-9711





Kelsey Hickson 
<kelseyklarinette@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kelsey Hickson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Hickson
3300 Banks Rd Apt 101
Margate, FL 33063-6961





Kelsey Ramage 
<ramage@cruzio.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kelsey Ramage

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Ramage
100 West Ave Unit B
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5245





Kelsey Sampson 
<kelsey.sampson@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kelsey Sampson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Sampson
19 Claymoss Rd
# 3
Brighton, MA 02135-4202





Kelvin Rodolfo 
<krodolfo@uic.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Kelvin 
Rodolfo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kelvin Rodolfo
E8022 Bakkom Rd
Viroqua, WI 54665-8221





Ken Cowan 
<ken@ansilatoms.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Cowan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Cowan
14906 210th Ave NE
Woodinville, WA 98077-7635





Ken Cuadrado 
<jitterstick2@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Cuadrado

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Cuadrado
106 Spring St
South Salem, NY 10590-1419





Ken House 
<zyspk@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Ken 
House

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken House
2239 Henry St
North Bellmore, NY 11710-2523





Ken LaMance 
<kenlamance@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ken 
LaMance

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken LaMance
71 Langton St
San Francisco, CA 94103-3915





Ken Martin 
<sunaru8@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Martin
5 Orchard Hill Rd
Newtown, CT 06470-2225





Ken Moller 
<rstillson@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Moller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Moller
PO Box 341
Bolivar, NY 14715-0341





Ken Sherman 
<kcsherman8@mac.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Sherman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Sherman
4399 N US 1
Melbourne, FL 32935





Ken Shuffler 
<hannasgiesler@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Shuffler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Shuffler
1517 N Ave
Plano, TX 75074-6395





Ken Wilson 
<talontours@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Wilson
35 Liberty Ln
Petaluma, CA 94952-2185





Ken Windrum 
<kwindrum@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Windrum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Windrum
511 S Serrano Ave Apt 405
Los Angeles, CA 90020-3916





Ken Zafren 
<zafren@alaska.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Zafren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ken Zafren
10181 Curvi St
Anchorage, AK 99507-7039





Ken Zirinsky 
<ellenkenab@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ken 
Zirinsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Zirinsky
3612 N 33rd St
Tacoma, WA 98407-6014





Kendall Sanford 
<kaerophil@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kendall Sanford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kendall Sanford
613 Championship Dr
Oxford, CT 06478-3128





Kenenth Robertson 
<kcrmusic@kc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kenenth Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenenth Robertson
8315 NW Waukomis Dr
Kansas City, MO 64151-1035





Kenneth Badders 
<kenb1@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Badders

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Badders
2190 Bolton St
Bronx, NY 10462-1368





Kenneth Bird 
<birdman@rochester.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Bird

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Bird
131 Aragon Ave
Rochester, NY 14622-1616





Kenneth Bowman 
<kbowman@prodigy.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Bowman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Bowman
2838 Rivers End Rd
Orlando, FL 32817-2949





Kenneth Elder 
<txbodhi@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Elder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Elder
3006 Matador Dr
Austin, TX 78741-7059





Kenneth Ennor 
<ksennor@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Ennor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kenneth Ennor
11322 42nd St SE
Snohomish, WA 98290-5577





Kenneth Farley 
<farleygroup@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Farley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kenneth Farley
1300 Hand Ave Lot F26
Ormond Beach, FL 32174-8489





Kenneth Large 
<drkenlarge@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Large

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kenneth Large
258Fourth St
Harbor Springs, MI 49740





Kenneth Nahigian 
<appalonius@netzero.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Nahigian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Nahigian
9570 Harvest View Way
Sacramento, CA 95827-3266





Kenneth Nigrelli  
<kenjanis@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Nigrelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Nigrelli
PO Box 750034
Houston, TX 77275-0034





Kenneth Ubsdell 
<kubsdell@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Ubsdell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Ubsdell
6040 Merriewood Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2036





Kenneth Wanderer 
<kwander@teleport.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kenneth Wanderer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Wanderer
1200 S 30th Pl
Ridgefield, WA 98642-8397





Kennette Klees 
<kkboat@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kennette Klees

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kennette Klees
S. Gessner
Houston, TX 77063





Kennith Slagle 
<kslagle1066@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kennith Slagle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kennith Slagle
10310 Bexley Close Apt 204
Thornton, CO 80229-3123





Kenny Madden 
<thevilemaxim@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kenny 
Madden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenny Madden
400 Codell Dr Apt C
Lexington, KY 40509-1073





Kent Gardner 
<kentg48@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Kent 
Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Gardner
PO Box 1642
Swansboro, NC 28584-1642





Kent Lupton 
<redbuckeye@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kent 
Lupton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Lupton
613 May Ct
Gastonia, NC 28054-5518





Kent Makela 
<ausdauerdogs@cheqn
et.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Kent 
Makela

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Makela
5511 S County Road F
Maple, WI 54854-9007





Kenton Macy 
<macyfamily@consolida
ted.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kenton Macy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenton Macy
2014 McKinley Ave
Charleston, IL 61920-3742





"Ken,Marie & Patricia 
kendrick" 
<kendrickmarie@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Ken,Marie & Patricia 
kendrick"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken,Marie & Patricia kendrick
2482 Fieldstone Dr SE
Conyers, GA 30013-1944





Kerim Peirce 
<headofnails@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kerim 
Peirce

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kerim Peirce
3309 Hemlock Ave
Austin, TX 78722-1631





Kerri Kowing 
<kkowing@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kerri 
Kowing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kerri Kowing
N5659 Lark Rd
Columbus, WI 53925-8994





Kerry Berger 
<kerry.berger@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Kerry 
Berger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kerry Berger
281 N Platinum Dr Apt 6
Fayetteville, AR 72701-7328





kerry melonson 
<kerrymelonson@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to kerry 
melonson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. kerry melonson
6831 Roxbury Rd
Houston, TX 77087-5105





Kerry Raleigh 
<kerry.raleigh@kraleighl
aw.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Kerry 
Raleigh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

Third, NiSource's plan is threatening endangered species.  NiSource's
plan is jeopardizing long term biodiversity and natural resources in
favor of short term gains.  Energy should not be gained at the
destruction of our long term natural resources.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,
Kerry Raleigh



Sincerely,

Ms. Kerry Raleigh
777 S Flagler Dr
# 800
West Palm Beach, FL 33401-6161



Kerul Kassel 
<kerul@newleafsystems
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kerul 
Kassel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kerul Kassel
3323 Schoolhouse Rd
Harmony, FL 34773-6008





Kesra Hoffman 
<kesrah@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kesra 
Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kesra Hoffman
2100 Dahlgren Rd
Middletown, MD 21769-9621





Ketty Miller 
<kettygm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Ketty 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ketty Miller
14209 NE Eugene Ct
Portland, OR 97230-4134





Kevin Branstetter  
<kevinbran@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Branstetter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Branstetter
1285 Cerro Vista Dr
Applegate, CA 95703





Kevin Caldwell 
<kec418@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Caldwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Caldwell
545 Sunset Ln
Hudson, WI 54016-1350





Kevin Carr 
<kcarr007@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Carr
666 Bernal Ave Apt 20
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-6200





Kevin Carvell 
<kevin@cinemaedge.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Carvell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Carvell
19 E Fulton St Apt 2
Ephrata, PA 17522-2383





Kevin Charnas 
<kcharnas@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Charnas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Charnas
3027 Corydon Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-3531





Kevin Cooper 
<cooperkm89@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Cooper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Cooper
8 Shore Dr
Schaumburg, IL 60193-4127





Kevin Doyle 
<lejo66@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Doyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Doyle
125 Belleview Blvd
Steubenville, OH 43952-1677





Kevin Faye 
<dakk@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Faye

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Faye
30 Loudoun St
Yonkers, NY 10705-4357





Kevin Finn 
<kevinfinn13@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Finn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Finn
366 Stratford Ave Apt 1a
Pittsburgh, PA 15232-1142





Kevin garrity 
<garkv07@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
garrity

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin garrity
3230 SW Archer Rd Apt D120
Gainesville, FL 32608-1701





Kevin Guthrie 
<kevin@fortyseven.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Guthrie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Guthrie

Palo Alto, CA 94306





Kevin Hayes 
<kevin.hayes7@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Hayes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Hayes
5050 E Garford St Apt 270
Long Beach, CA 90815-2860





Kevin Henry 
<k@severian.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Henry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Henry
104 Roebling St Apt 1
Brooklyn, NY 11211-2106





Kevin hilbiber 
<kscience@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
hilbiber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin hilbiber
2840 22nd Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199-2917





Kevin Hoban 
<khoban1@austin.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Hoban

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Hoban
5701 S MoPac Expy Apt 823
Austin, TX 78749





Kevin Jones 
<ktjones1073@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Jones
5440 S 3535 W
Taylorsville, UT 84129-7833





Kevin Kearney 
<kevinkearney@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Kearney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Kearney
27711 Tate Rd
Sun City, CA 92585-3998





Kevin Komosa 
<kkomosa7@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Komosa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Komosa
8221 Oak Ave
Gary, IN 46403-1477





Kevin Mickelson 
<dowelking@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Mickelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kevin Mickelson
1975 Calumet St
Clearwater, FL 33765-1108





Kevin O'Connor 
<knoconnor@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
O'Connor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

THIS PROJECT MUST BE STOPPED!!!

Sincerely,

Dr. Kevin O'Connor
420 E St
Davis, CA 95616-4133





Kevin OReilly 
<kevin0073@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
OReilly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin OReilly
672 n 2nd place
Kalama, WA 98625-9505





Kevin Orme 
<bi670@scn.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Orme

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Orme
502 N 80th St
Seattle, WA 98103-4302





Kevin Riley 
<kevrik@spamcop.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Riley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Riley
97 White Bridge Road B/S
Nashville, TN 37205-1413





Kevin Rolfes 
<kevin@rolfes.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Rolfes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Rolfes
14006 N Green Hills Loop
Austin, TX 78737-8618





Kevin Rycheck 
<1660@medicineshopp
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Rycheck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Rycheck
424 N Ash St
Garnett, KS 66032-1807





Kevin Schafer 
<kschafer@indy.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Schafer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Schafer
5147 N Park Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46205-1065





Kevin Schmidt 
<kevin@kevinschmidt.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Schmidt
5186 New Sweden Rd NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-3119





Kevin Shields 
<kshie27300@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Shields

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Shields
45 Drexel Ave
La Grange, IL 60525-5815





kevin slauson 
<kslauson1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to kevin 
slauson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. kevin slauson
2808 Central Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-4706





Kevin Tong 
<kevtong@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Tong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

NiSource is just another example of a big, greedy, shortsighted
corporate entity with no regards for anyone's welfare but its own.
Please do your job in protecting fish and wildlife and reject this
flagrant attempt to exploit our natural resources.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kevin Tong
814 Union St Unit B
Lakewood, CO 80401-7117



Kevin Vaughn 
<kv1361@att.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
Vaughn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Vaughn
2620 Melbourne Ln
Lake IN The Hills, IL 60156-6301





Kevin White 
<ping_earth@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kevin 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kevin White
2701 Bellefontaine St Apt A10
Houston, TX 77025-1600





Kewpie Sprott 
<ksprott@ftc-i.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Kewpie Sprott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kewpie Sprott
420 Horton St
Manning, SC 29102-2441





Kheiri gandi 
<kheirig@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kheiri 
gandi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kheiri gandi
605 S Adams St
Glendale, CA 91205-1884





Kiera Gilcrist 
<kgirl@ilovejesus.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kiera 
Gilcrist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kiera Gilcrist
PO Box 432
Deer Park, WA 99006-0432





Kiet le 
<kietle68@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kiet le

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kiet le
7908#c westminster blvd
Westminster, CA 02683



Killian O'Connell 
<killian.oconnell137@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Killian 
O'Connell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Killian O'Connell
5920 Nicolet Ct
Crozet, VA 22932-9312





Kiloh Smith 
<rokysyd11@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Kiloh 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kiloh Smith
1750 W Union Hills Dr Unit 54
Phoenix, AZ 85027-4549





Kim Cole 
<kcole3020@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Cole
304 N Mountain Dr
Trinity, AL 35673-5903





Kim Crowdis 
<xena_pelargonium@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Crowdis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Crowdis
PO Box 122
Eminence, MO 65466-0122





kim dowd 
<kim@dowdydesign.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to kim 
dowd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss kim dowd
5703 Forbes Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15217-1525





Kim Hall 
<kimmaynard2@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kim Hall
10840 1st St
Mokena, IL 60448-1502





Kim Hanks 
<chezhanks@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Hanks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Hanks
272 El Camino Ave
Sacramento, CA 95815-2030





Kim Holinger 
<kimbre@roadrunner.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Holinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Holinger
PO Box 131174
Carlsbad, CA 92013-1174





Kim Kahl 
<wolfangelrescue@ykw
c.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Kahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Kahl
1033 NW Newport Ave
Bend, OR 97701-1617





Kim Kokett 
<kkokett@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Kokett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kim Kokett
2243 Buchanan St NE
Minneapolis, MN 55418-3815





Kim Powanda 
<kodimeg8@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Powanda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Powanda
4665 Osceola St
Denver, CO 80212-2545





Kim Sanders George 
<kim.sanders.george@li
ve.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Sanders George

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kim Sanders George
330 Spinner Rd
Desoto, TX 75115-4434





Kim Thomas 
<kim4377@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Thomas
937 W 42nd St
Kansas City, MO 64111-4015





Kim VanderLaan 
<kimvndlaan@rogers.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Kim 
VanderLaan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim VanderLaan
PO Box 1
Lakeland, FL 33802-0001





Kim Williams 
<kimjwilliams@bellsouth
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kim 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kim Williams
2408 Heritage Dr
Opelika, AL 36804-7610





Kimberlee Rabek 
<mykimhome@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberlee Rabek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberlee Rabek

Cleveland, OH





Kimberley Shinmoto 
<kim.shinmoto@jdsu.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberley Shinmoto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kimberley Shinmoto
811 Mulberry Ln
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1605





Kimberley White 
<thewiz88_2000_94590
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberley White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.......It not be approved for any amount of time

Sincerely,

Mr. Kimberley White
PO Box 1074
Clearlake, CA 95422-1074





Kimberly Anne Halizak  
<ttiot@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Anne Halizak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Anne Halizak
1933 N Beachwood Dr Apt 205
Los Angeles, CA 90068-4035





Kimberly Blanchard 
<kimberlyablanchard@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Blanchard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Blanchard
2 Sunset Pl
Hampton, NJ 08827-2713





kimberly Crane 
<kcrane@kimscrane.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
kimberly Crane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kimberly Crane
2801 Bickford Ave
# 103-140
Snohomish, WA 98290-1734





kimberly field 
<kimberlyfield@mindspri
ng.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
kimberly field

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

kimberly field
3478 Hemlock Farms
Lords Valley, PA 18428-9147





Kimberly Hughes 
<kimberlymh@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Hughes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Hughes
48 Carmelita Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2049





Kimberly Johnson 
<kimmerjae@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Johnson
201 E Emma St
Lafayette, CO 80026-2224





Kimberly Leeper 
<kimberly@mariposanat
urescapes.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Leeper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Leeper
3936 SW 97th St
Seattle, WA 98136-2837





Kimberly McConkey 
<tuffykim@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly McConkey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly McConkey
2610 E 42nd Ave Apt 1
Anchorage, AK 99508-5396





Kimberly Murphy 
<kmurphy1000@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Murphy
6884 Cowles Mountain Blvd
San Diego, CA 92119-1831





Kimberly Orsborn 
<info@gracefarm.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Orsborn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Orsborn
207A East Chestnut Street
Mount Vernon, OH 43050





Kimberly Posin 
<kimberly.posin@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Posin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Posin
5207 Zelzah Ave Apt 108
Encino, CA 91316-2106





Kimberly Schonherz 
<horsewsperer@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Schonherz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kimberly Schonherz
720 S Quail Cir
Anaheim, CA 92807-4428





Kimberly Seger 
<kimmiland@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Seger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Seger
11373 US Route 422
Kittanning, PA 16201-4337





Kimberly Thomas 
<kimberlyfawn@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kimberly Thomas
247 Basil Ln
Gerrardstown, WV 25420-4400





Kimberly Triola 
<cerianite@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly Triola

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kimberly Triola
33 Weller Pl
Holmdel, NJ 07733-3119





Kimberly woodward 
<macscompute@cox.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kimberly woodward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly woodward
1929 E Auburn Dr
Tempe, AZ 85283-2326





Kipp Hollingsworth 
<kipp76@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kipp 
Hollingsworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kipp Hollingsworth
256 Brooks Landing Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-4361





Kira McCall 
<kmc511@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Kira 
McCall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kira McCall
1085 San Adriano St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6112





Kiran Patel 
<karansh2002@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Kiran 
Patel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kiran Patel
761 Harrison Ave
Boston, MA 02118-2364





Kirby Hutto 
<krhutto@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kirby 
Hutto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirby Hutto
3198 Red Hill Rd
North Garden, VA 22959-1819





Kirk Rhoads 
<kirkrhoads@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Kirk 
Rhoads

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk Rhoads
301 Cooper St
Mountain Home, AR 72653-4270





Kirsten Michelotti  
<ckmichel@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Kirsten Michelotti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kirsten Michelotti
1107 Wellington Ave
Libertyville, IL 60048-1255





Kirstyn Werner 
<kirstynwerner@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kirstyn Werner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kirstyn Werner
5930 Wimbledon Way
Riverside, CA 92506-4043





Kit Lofroos 
<kltkwmn@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kit 
Lofroos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kit Lofroos
101a Post St
Petaluma, CA 94952-2624





Kitrina Lisiewski  
<kitrina@bigplanet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Kitrina 
Lisiewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kitrina Lisiewski
270 Federal Rd
Monroe Township, NJ 08831-5945





Kitten Lloyd 
<kit2al@buckeye-expres
s.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kitten 
Lloyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kitten Lloyd
104 W. Substation Rd
Temperance, MI 48182





Kitty Vincent 
<kitty@ida.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kitty 
Vincent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kitty Vincent
PO Box 1162
Blackfoot, ID 83221-1162





KJ Dowds 
<kjd3420@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to KJ 
Dowds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. KJ Dowds
2340 W Farragut Ave
Chicago, IL 60625-1824





Klare Smith 
<xklarebearx@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Klare 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Klare Smith
1805 Filbert Rd
Lynnwood, WA 98036-4806





Kris Glover 
<glovek34@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kris 
Glover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kris Glover
1324 Locust St
Philadelphia, PA 19107-5658





Kris Harman 
<kris@assetresearch.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kris 
Harman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kris Harman
634 W Jardin Dr
Casa Grande, AZ 85122-5116





Kris Rivard 
<udjc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kris 
Rivard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kris Rivard
5110 Fox Hill Dr
Sterling Heights, MI 48310-3488





Kris sarabjit 
<kris11@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kris 
sarabjit

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kris sarabjit
1865 Botanica Cir
Melbourne, FL 32904-7332





Krisanne Baker 
<bakerk93@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Krisanne Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

NiSources request for 50 year permission to function as a species
eradicator of expansive amounts of territory are ludicrous.  Do you
know how many individual people are against this? We want to save the
world, not hasten it to a speedy death.

The NiSource Plan should be nixed completely.

Sincerely,

Ms. Krisanne Baker
Jefferson Street
Waldoboro, ME 04572



Krista Bellis 
<kristabatterson@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Krista 
Bellis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Krista Bellis
141 Lambert Ave
Fredonia, NY 14063-1318





Krista Bullard 
<monkeeskeeper@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Krista 
Bullard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Krista Bullard
112 9th St N
Bradenton Bch, FL 34217-3314





Krista Caudill 
<j0eg@epix.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Krista 
Caudill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Krista Caudill
252 White Rock Rd
Kirkwood, PA 17536-9766





Kristel Nevarez 
<nevarez.kristel@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kristel 
Nevarez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristel Nevarez
147 Old Farm Ln
Carpentersville, IL 60110-1461





Kristen Bernard 
<kristenbernard7@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kristen Bernard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Bernard
202 Reynolds St
Fennville, MI 49408-8679





Kristen Bolomey 
<kbolomey@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Kristen Bolomey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kristen Bolomey
11090 Cameron Ct Apt 103
Davie, FL 33324-4171





Kristen Ervick 
<kristenervick@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kristen Ervick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Ervick
154 School St
Watertown, MA 02472-4149





Kristen Johnson 
<keileenj@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kristen Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Johnson
73 Middle St
Stockton Springs, ME 04981-4302





Kristen Norton 
<norton.kristen@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kristen Norton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kristen Norton
160 S Highland Ave
Placentia, CA 92870-5551





Kristen Ostro 
<ingridost8@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kristen Ostro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Ostro
4130 Cesar Chavez St
San Francisco, CA 94131-1954





Kristian Taylor 
<ladyhype_602az@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kristian Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kristian Taylor
7007 W Indian School Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85033-3260





Kristin Dykstra 
<kdykstra985@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Kristin 
Dykstra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Dykstra
1317 N Clinton Blvd
Bloomington, IL 61701-1809





Kristin Klass 
<kristin_klass@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kristin 
Klass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Klass
PO Box 549
Bridgman, MI 49106-0549





Kristin Ongeri 
<elephantkristin@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Kristin 
Ongeri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kristin Ongeri
1008 E Red Cedar Cir
The Woodlands, TX 77380-1720





Kristin Schoorl 
<jks@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kristin 
Schoorl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kristin Schoorl
757 Klamath Ave
Nyssa, OR 97913-5463





Kristin Smith 
<kristin262smith@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Kristin 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Smith
1038 River Rock Ln
Danville, CA 94526-4000





Kristin Thigpen 
<kristint@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kristin 
Thigpen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: Concern about NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Thigpen
4029 Shadowhill Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2730





KRISTIN WALSH 
<kristin.walsh@curemar
k.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
KRISTIN WALSH

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. KRISTIN WALSH
3 Salisbury Pl
Nyack, NY 10960-4707





Kristina Baker 
<pocahontas7780@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Kristina Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Baker
805 N 310 E
Tooele, UT 84074-1798





Kristina Ferguson 
<kristi.ferguson7@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kristina Ferguson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Ferguson
1101 N Georgetown St Apt 602
Round Rock, TX 78664-3264





Kristina Swarner 
<kasane@rocketmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Kristina Swarner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Swarner
1415 W Jonquil Ter
Chicago, IL 60626-1211





Kristine Carstensen 
<kristine_carstensen@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kristine Carstensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Kristine Carstensen
3338 Park Mills Rd
Adamstown, MD 21710-9213





Kristine Kelley 
<orionmediachicago@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kristine Kelley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kristine Kelley
1276 Hobson Oaks Dr
Naperville, IL 60540-8134





Kristopher Kriner 
<krismkc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Kristopher Kriner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kristopher Kriner
4401 Genessee St
Kansas City, MO 64111-4359





Kristy Nelson 
<knelson@akron.k12.oh
.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kristy 
Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristy Nelson
397 Rutland Ave
Akron, OH 44305-3144





kristy ray 
<tgreeyore@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to kristy 
ray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kristy ray
2302 Sinking Creek Rd
Johnson City, TN 37604-3501





Krystal Weilage 
<kweilage@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Krystal Weilage

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Krystal Weilage
835 15th St
Butte, MT 59701-8319





Kunal Natu 
<kunal.natu@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kunal 
Natu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kunal Natu
302 La Cuesta Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-4748





Kurt Bauereiss 
<kurtb1@embarqmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kurt 
Bauereiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kurt Bauereiss
569 County Road 579
Hampton, NJ 08827-4144





Kurt Niland 
<tundralink@knology.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Kurt 
Niland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kurt Niland
1906 Yancey Ave
Montgomery, AL 36107-1554





Kurt Schwenk 
<kurtschwenk@netzero.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kurt 
Schwenk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kurt Schwenk
915 Ridge Ct
Evanston, IL 60202-1676





Kyle Chidester 
<kylechidester@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Kyle 
Chidester

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Chidester

San Francisco, CA 94117





Kyle Loring 
<kyleloring@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kyle 
Loring

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Loring
1010 Miller Rd
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-7029





Kylie Cobb 
<kylie.rachele@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Kylie 
Cobb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kylie Cobb
2790 Broadway
Apt 6b
New York, NY 10025-2841





Kymbrlye Wade 
<kymbrlye@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Kymbrlye Wade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kymbrlye Wade
535 Debbie Ct
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9421





kyra panchenko 
<kyrasp@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to kyra 
panchenko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. kyra panchenko
73 Bright St
Jersey City, NJ 07302-4341





Kyra Shair 
<kshair@ameritech.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kyra 
Shair

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kyra Shair
1018 W Springfield Ave
Champaign, IL 61821-3303





Kyri Freeman 
<kyrifreeman@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Kyri 
Freeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Kyri Freeman
2700 Barstow Rd
Barstow, CA 92311-6608





Kyria Joyner 
<kyriajoyner@netscape.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Kyria 
Joyner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kyria Joyner
1619 Wagonwheel Rd
Wimauma, FL 33598-7830





"K. Bandell" 
<kjbandell@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "K. 
Bandell"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. K. Bandell
11065 Imperial Hwy
Norwalk, CA 90650-2277





"K. Lauren de Boer" 
<klauren@terravitabook
s.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "K. 
Lauren de Boer"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. K. Lauren de Boer
3809 Forest Hill Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-2413





"K. Meltzer" 
<kroszakmeltzer@earthl
ink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "K. 
Meltzer"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Lots of things upset me these days- but this one really makes me
angry.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. K. Meltzer
401 Spanish Oak Trl



Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4115



K.E. Bí_ttig von 
Wittelsbach 
<wittelsbach@cornell.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to K.E. 
Bí_ttig von Wittelsbach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

K.E. Bí_ttig von Wittelsbach
410 Morrill Hall, Cornell University
Ithaca, NY 14853





l Barber 
<larken81@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to l 
Barber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. l Barber
Standish
Ridgefield, CT 06877





l sherwood 
<bravols1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to l 
sherwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. l sherwood
1550 sv
bham, WA 98229





Lacey Hicks 
<laceyhicks@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Lacey 
Hicks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lacey Hicks
7554 N Trellis Cir
Fresno, CA 93720-3686





Lacey Pierson 
<laceymaryapierson@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lacey 
Pierson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lacey Pierson
837 E 49th St
Apt 1
Chicago, IL 60615-1609





Lacey Wozny 
<wozny.lacey@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lacey 
Wozny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lacey Wozny
1614 Madison Ave
Kansas City, MO 64108-1138





Lana Fisher 
<lefisher2@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lana 
Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lana Fisher
4322 Montgomery St
Oakland, CA 94611-4712





Lana Hampton 
<lanah1224@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lana 
Hampton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lana Hampton
4517 N Ashland Ave
Chicago, IL 60640-5401





Lana Wilson 
<keedance@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lana 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lana Wilson
825 W Calle Ranunculo
Tucson, AZ 85704-4754





Lance Robert 
<lrp59-list@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lance 
Robert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lance Robert

San Diego, CA 92101-8639





Lance Wilson 
<wtool128@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lance 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lance Wilson
Village Green Apts #53
Crooksville, OH 43731





Landon Solomon 
<trotfox@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Landon Solomon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Landon Solomon
6612 Greer Rd
Knoxville, TN 37918-8936





Lara Abrams 
<lara@laraabrams.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lara 
Abrams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lara Abrams
2344 Millstream Ln
San Ramon, CA 94582-2899





Lara Hurysz 
<lhurysz@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lara 
Hurysz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lara Hurysz
1030 Sunset View Cir
Bethlehem, PA 18017-3678





Lara Lorenz 
<laralorenz@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lara 
Lorenz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lara Lorenz
8312 21st Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117-3528





Lara Marshall 
<laramars515@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Lara 
Marshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lara Marshall
1368 Stoney Brook Ln
Boone, NC 28607-9316





LARI EVANGELINOS 
<newmoon@cwnet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to LARI 
EVANGELINOS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Are you all nuts?  I vote to arm the animals instead.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, Are you all nuts?
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. LARI EVANGELINOS
PO Box 95



Challenge, CA 95925-0095



Lark Levine 
<lark.levine@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lark 
Levine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lark Levine
20830 Pacific Coast Hwy
Malibu, CA 90265-5216





Larry Carney 
<bethanylm@wightman.
ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Carney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Carney
1000 Ste. Anne
Detroit, MI 48216-2027





Larry Hermann 
<hermannl@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Hermann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Larry Hermann
4812 Larimer Way
Castro Valley, CA 94546-3728





Larry Hill 
<lease_22026@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Hill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Hill
PO Box 44
Fort Monmouth, NJ 07703-0044





Larry Hovekamp 
<ellisplatt@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Hovekamp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Hovekamp
3433 Newburg Rd Apt 5
Louisville, KY 40218-2436





Larry Lawton 
<llmystic7@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Lawton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

The burden of proof should be on the developers that they will not be
doing serious harm to any species, especially endangered species, or to
their habitats and their environment.  The developers should bear the
cost of all necessary environmental mitigation, and if mitigation is
not feasible, their project should be rerouted.

Thank you.



Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Lawton
18 Aberdeen Gardens Rd
Aberdeen, WA 98520-9639



Larry Lewis 
<ltlewis10@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Lewis
1555 Victoria Way
Winter Garden, FL 34787-4824





Larry Lyons 
<lndlyons@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Lyons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Lyons
1714 N Rose St
Burbank, CA 91505-1712





Larry Maas 
<maasla2002@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Maas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Maas
2525 15th St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1227





Larry Needleman 
<lneedle@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Needleman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Needleman
PO Box 1413
Sebastopol, CA 95473-1413





Larry Reilly 
<lreilly8@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Reilly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Reilly
550 Wagner Av
Box 373
Fleischmanns, NY 12430-0373





Larry Sellers 
<jimihendrixgod4604@s
bcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Sellers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Sellers
601 Ann St
Frankfort, IN 46041-3420





Larry Sessions 
<starman@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Sessions

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Sessions
6874 E Harvard Ave
Denver, CO 80224-2505





Larry Siglin 
<larrysiglin@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Larry 
Siglin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Siglin
1988 E Gunther Ave
Coeur D Alene, ID 83815-9435





Lars Jefferson 
<larsjefferson78@mac.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lars 
Jefferson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lars Jefferson
3320 Jackson St SE Apt G
Albany, OR 97322-4694





Lascinda Goetschius 
<lascindag@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lascinda Goetschius

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lascinda Goetschius
13-21 6th St
Fair Lawn, NJ 07410-1145





Laura Ackerman 
<simahafarm@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Ackerman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Ackerman
3118 S Windsor Rd
Spokane, WA 99224-5043





Laura Albert 
<lfa1993@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Albert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Laura Albert
1760 Riverwood Dr
Algonquin, IL 60102-3797





Laura Cipollari 
<lauracipollari@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Cipollari

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Cipollari
1137 2ns st
manhattan beach, CA 90266





Laura Cody 
<ranabufo@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Cody

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The time frame for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Cody
13860 E Redington Rd
Tucson, AZ 85749-8406





Laura Dufel 
<ledufel@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Dufel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Laura Dufel
3141 NE 81st Ave
Portland, OR 97213-6537





Laura Ferejohn 
<lauraferejohn@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Ferejohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Ferejohn
24300 El Toro Rd Apt 116
Laguna Hills, CA 92637-2743





Laura Galavis 
<laura_galavis@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Galavis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Laura Galavis
Madison
Cincinnati, OH 45209





Laura Golden 
<gldnones@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Golden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Golden
4000 69th St
San Diego, CA 92115-6824





Laura Gruenebaum 
<msbiggles6@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Gruenebaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Gruenebaum
12 Oak Ave
Browns Mills, NJ 08015-3216





Laura Guttridge 
<nofur63@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Guttridge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Guttridge
535 Date Palm Rd
Vero Beach, FL 32963-1629





laura harold 
<lharold@tampabay.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to laura 
harold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. laura harold
913 Vistabula St
Lakeland, FL 33801-5428





Laura Horowitz 
<12newmoons@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Horowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  I am angry and frustrated with the
relentless attacks by Big Energy on legislation and regulations that
are working to protect our ecosystems.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Horowitz
6544 Darlington Rd
Pittsburgh, PA 15217-1840





Laura Manz 
<lauramanz4775@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Manz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Laura Manz
PO Box 361
Pittsburgh, PA 15230-0361





Laura Miles 
<laura.miles@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Miles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Miles
18 Court St
New Haven, CT 06511-6921





"Laura M. Miranda, 
Esq." 
<lawmiranda@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Laura M. Miranda, Esq."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura M. Miranda, Esq.
100 Church St
# 801
New York, NY 10007-2601





Laura Napoleon 
<lnap252@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Napoleon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Napoleon
25230 58th Ave
Little Neck, NY 11362-2114





Laura Neiman 
<lneiman@ix.netcom.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Neiman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Neiman
60 Seaman Ave Apt 5g
New York, NY 10034-2821





Laura Overmann 
<overmann@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Overmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Overmann
508 El Camino Real Apt 4
Burlingame, CA 94010-5141





Laura Perez 
<laura@perezweb.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Perez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Perez
8725 Hermitage Pl
River Ridge, LA 70123-2754





Laura Ramsey 
<llvismara@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Ramsey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Ramsey
1544 Mississippi Ave
St. Louis, MO 63104





Laura Reesor 
<porchorse@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Reesor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Reesor
PO Box 522
Milford, MI 48381-0522





Laura Rice 
<lauracrice@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Rice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Rice
32139 Baintree Rd
Farmington Hills, MI 48334-3513





laura rovinsky 
<laurag117@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to laura 
rovinsky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. laura rovinsky
6771 Yellowstone Blvd
Forest Hills, NY 11375-2859





laura saunders 
<onionpencil@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to laura 
saunders

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. laura saunders
65 Highland Ave
Fitchburg, MA 01420-7814





Laura Steinman 
<laurasteinman@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Steinman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Steinman
311 Ramona Ave
Piedmont, CA 94611-3935





Laura Suda 
<llsuda@rochester.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Suda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Suda
43 Inglewood Dr
Rochester, NY 14619-1401





Laura Tennen 
<ten@theriver.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Tennen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Tennen
PO Box 64250
Tucson, AZ 85728-4250





Laura Thomae 
<lthomae@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Thomae

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Thomae
5024 Newhall St
Philadelphia, PA 19144-4110





Laura Thomas 
<ohiocatlover1@woh.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Laura Thomas
2209 Crew Cir
Dayton, OH 45439-3203





Laura Villasenor 
<lauraftp@ca.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Villasenor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Villasenor
27653 Sycamore Creek Dr
Santa Clarita, CA 91354-1329





Laura Waterworth 
<snip-first@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Waterworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Waterworth
12556 E Tennessee Cir
Aurora, CO 80012-3458





Laura Whitnell-Shumate 
<katheflirt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Whitnell-Shumate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Whitnell-Shumate
1621 Encina Ct
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-3512





Laura Williams 
<larla2006@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Laura 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Williams
5419 Argall Cres
Norfolk, VA 23508-1322





Laurance Doyle 
<ldoyle@seti.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Laurance Doyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Laurance Doyle
515 N Whisman Rd
Mountain View, CA 94043-2172





Laurel Easterling 
<easterpoole@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Laurel 
Easterling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Laurel Easterling
6101 Blackburn Ln
Baltimore, MD 21212-2513





Laurel Miltenberger 
<laurelmiltenberger@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Laurel 
Miltenberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Laurel Miltenberger

CA





Lauren-Ashley Duncan 
<lashleydunc11@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren-Ashley Duncan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren-Ashley Duncan
309 Culpepper St
Monroe, NC 28112-6309





Lauren Devine 
<lrdevine@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Devine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Devine
1377 Walnut Ter
Boca Raton, FL 33486-6909





Lauren Fuller 
<lcfuller@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Fuller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lauren Fuller
225 E 47th St
New York, NY 10017-2129





Lauren Murdock 
<murdock_ls@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Murdock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Murdock
3940 Via Lucero Apt 16
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1650





Lauren Palmero 
<info@ssila.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Palmero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Palmero
555 SW Mapp Rd
Palm City, FL 34990-4301





Lauren Pattison 
<nicky.pattison@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Pattison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Pattison
195 Willoughby Ave Apt 1601
Brooklyn, NY 11205-3846





Lauren Ruiz 
<laurenruiz05@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Ruiz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Ruiz
504 Nashua St Apt 706
Milford, NH 03055-4988





Lauren Stone 
<stone_lauren@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Stone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Stone
39 Highland Ave Apt 4
Northfield, MA 01360-1159





Lauren Thompson 
<laurs39@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Thompson
3218 Holdrege St
Apt 2
Lincoln, NE 68503-1569





Lauren Wade 
<angellove.wade322@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lauren Wade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lauren Wade
210Mcpherson
Ironton, OH 45638-1116





Laurence Hoard 
<hoardlg@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Laurence Hoard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Laurence Hoard
68 Southern Ln
Warwick, NY 10990-1915





LAURENCE 
JANQUART 
<laurencefj@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
LAURENCE JANQUART

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. LAURENCE JANQUART
6100 W Stonehedge Dr Apt 270
Greenfield, WI 53220-4604





Laurette Culbert 
<missbearcat@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Laurette Culbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurette Culbert

Seattle, WA 98107-3410





Laurie bauer 
<lauriecpb@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie bauer
1465 Parkway Dr
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-4719





Laurie Bonham 
<fun_2_travel@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
Bonham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Bonham
720 S Dobson Rd Unit 26
Mesa, AZ 85202-2750





Laurie Eliot 
<lauriefrommarengo@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
Eliot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Eliot
1421 Peru Twp Rd 166
Marengo, CA 94598





Laurie Goodrich 
<goodrich@hawkmtn.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
Goodrich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Laurie Goodrich
347 Coal Mountain Rd
Orwigsburg, PA 17961-9118





Laurie Gorman 
<laurie3g@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
Gorman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Gorman
3235 S Johnson Ct
Visalia, CA 93277-7425





Laurie Miner 
<minervt@sover.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
Miner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sadly, each species will die off, one by one, if we keep interfering
with their habitats. The human race is such a selfish, me-first,
species. Can't we please take the time to give these actions some
serious thought and come up with solutions that do not endanger the
lives of wildlife in our country. It will be too later before we know
it, if we don't.

Sincerely,



Ms. Laurie Miner
95 Greenleaf St
Brattleboro, VT 05301-6195



Laurie Wodin 
<lwodin@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Laurie 
Wodin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Wodin
7 Nelson St
Upton, MA 01568-1631





Lawrence Borok 
<lborok@vantagepointin
c.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Borok

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Borok
34 Bridle Rd
New Milford, CT 06776-5022





Lawrence Crowley 
<magic@ecentral.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Crowley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I am part of the 99%.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Crowley
441 Pheasant Run
Louisville, CO 80027-1141





Lawrence Green 
<largreen@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lawrence Green
315 Maple Ave
Swarthmore, PA 19081-1412





Lawrence Mick 
<lmick46@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Mick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Mick
3103 Observation Trl
Dayton, OH 45449-3529





Lawrence Simms 
<l.simms@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Simms

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Simms
200 E 32nd St
New York, NY 10016-6521





Lawrence Sullivan 
<lali48@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Sullivan
149 Metz Ln
Durango, CO 81301-8540





Lawrence Williams 
<mepoch@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Williams
PO Box 793
Trinidad, CA 95570-0793





Lawrence Yox 
<yoxbox@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lawrence Yox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Yox
2885 Sanford Ave SW # 12754
Grandville, MI 49418-1342





Laxminarayana Paladi  
<laxmi_paladi@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Laxminarayana Paladi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Laxminarayana Paladi
6337 Summer day Ci
BURKE, VA 22015





Lea Caplan 
<sandycap@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lea 
Caplan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lea Caplan
8 Avalon Rd
Great Neck, NY 11021-3902





Lea Grover 
<lea.r.grover@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lea 
Grover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lea Grover
6208 S Woodlawn Ave
Chicago, IL 60637-3706





Lea Ogozelec 
<lea_avon@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Lea 
Ogozelec

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lea Ogozelec
1002 Kathleen Ct
Roswell, GA 30075-3647





Leah Boyd-Barrett 
<earthlotus@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leah 
Boyd-Barrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leah Boyd-Barrett
871 Pearl St
Bowling Green, OH 43402-2611





Leah Cosat 
<footprint5969@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Leah 
Cosat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Cosat
2725 W 16th St Apt E14
Anderson, IN 46011-3192





Leah Eister-Hargrave 
<leaheister@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leah 
Eister-Hargrave

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Eister-Hargrave
1010 N Allen Pl
Seattle, WA 98103-7409





Leah hardy 
<leah_hardy@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Leah 
hardy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Leah hardy
160 E. 91st strret 1M
new york, NY 10128





Leah Newton 
<frostdragon22@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leah 
Newton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Leah Newton
101 Ross St Apt 22
Cotati, CA 94931-5241





Lee Dexheimer 
<dexheimer@gpsummit
op.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Dexheimer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Dexheimer
830 N Watts St
Portland, OR 97217-1134





Lee Diggs 
<ldiggs@dtl-inc.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Diggs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lee Diggs
8092 Hartington Dr
Navarre, FL 32566-4171





Lee emmerling 
<boomerbabe128@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lee 
emmerling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lee emmerling
summit point
bloomington, IN 47401





Lee Gibson 
<lgibson@mail.smu.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Gibson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Gibson
5837 E University Blvd
Dallas, TX 75206-4617





Lee Gurel 
<leegurel@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Gurel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lee Gurel
916 N Kemper St
Alexandria, VA 22304-1502





Lee Marinus 
<leemarinus@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Marinus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Marinus
2704 E Park Ln
Erie, PA 16506-1424





Lee Neidow 
<lneidow2@iserv.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Neidow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Neidow
4679 Burton St SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49546-6312





Lee Pershan 
<lspershan@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Pershan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lee Pershan
143 Avenue B
New York, NY 10009-5025





Lee Rhoads 
<magiclee8@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Rhoads

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lee Rhoads

CA





Lee Walters 
<leelein7@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lee 
Walters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lee Walters
11799 Berlin Tpke
Lovettsville, VA 20180-1829





Leif Brush 
<lbrush@d.umn.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leif 
Brush

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Expressing several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Importantly too, their are issues RE  aquifers.  the saturated rock
through which water can easily move. Aquifers should not be penetrated
allowing the human contamination of the water planets resources- and
the global water cycling.

Sincerely,

Leif Brush
2909 Bp Jefferson
Duluth, MN 55812



"Leigh Melander, Ph.D." 
<lmelander@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "Leigh 
Melander, Ph.D."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Leigh Melander, Ph.D.
174 Mayer Rd
Andes, NY 13731-2622





Leigh wallace 
<leighannwallace1@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Leigh 
wallace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leigh wallace
11200 Liana Ln
Saint Ann, MO 63074-1101





Leila Zai 
<leilazai@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Leila 
Zai

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
endangered-candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into
more geographically and ecologically cohesive units--or abandoned
entirely, which would be my preference.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit. The planet, and
our children, simply cannot afford such policies.

In short, there is too much at stake: NiSource's request is too big,
and puts too many endangered species at risk for a dangerously
excessive number of years, to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leila Zai
2021 28th St
San Diego, CA 92104-5501





Leilani Clark 
<hawaiiqh@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Leilani Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leilani Clark
87-370 Ka'ohe Mauka Pl
Captain Cook, HI 96704-8745





Leilani Swafford 
<greengretsch@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Leilani Swafford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leilani Swafford
382 Porter Rd
Bastrop, TX 78602-5663





Lela Russell 
<wlrussell@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lela 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lela Russell
3821 State Highway 23
Oneonta, NY 13820-3312





Leland Brun 
<penguinpix@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Leland Brun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leland Brun
316 Cheese Factory Rd
Honeoye Falls, NY 14472-9733





Len Clarke 
<len@cimpal.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Len 
Clarke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Len Clarke
PO Box 294
Port Clyde, ME 04855-0294





Lena Guyot 
<drumroll@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Lena 
Guyot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

History will scorn the foolish, short-sightedness that utterly trashed
this planet, that is, if there IS a history. Stewardship is a serious
responsibility and the lack of it, disastrous consequences.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lena Guyot
165 Goose St



Fly Creek, NY 13337-2311



Leno Sislin 
<leno27@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Leno 
Sislin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leno Sislin
PO Box 39817
Los Angeles, CA 90039-0817





Lenore Chinn 
<lenorechinn@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lenore Chinn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lenore Chinn
1 Scott St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3250





lenore lee 
<lenorelef@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to lenore 
lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. lenore lee
1708 N Farwell Ave
Milwaukee, WI 53202-1806





Lenore Smith 
<lenoresmith@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lenore Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lenore Smith
548 S Spring St Apt 304
Los Angeles, CA 90013-2326





Lenore Van Wagner 
<lenorevw@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lenore Van Wagner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lenore Van Wagner
4770 SW 1st St
Coral Gables, FL 33134-1412





Leo Dyksman 
<drwindrush@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leo 
Dyksman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Leo Dyksman
8222 S 1oth E
Sandy, UT 84094





Leo Keightley 
<k3c1@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leo 
Keightley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leo Keightley
731 South St
Waltham, MA 02453-1440





Leo Stella 
<bigl2@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Leo 
Stella

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leo Stella
1 Kulas Ln
Apt 608
Parlin, NJ 08859-2267





Leola spilbor 
<splashnflea@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Leola 
spilbor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leola spilbor
87 Fallkill Rd
Hyde Park, NY 12538-3152





Leon Epperly 
<leonepperly@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Leon 
Epperly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leon Epperly
1541 Epperly Ln
Salem, VA 24153-3053





Leon L Scott Jr 
<llscottjr@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Leon 
L Scott Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leon L Scott Jr
1400 12th St Apt 706
Bellingham, WA 98225-7437





Leon Pivinski 
<carry53@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Leon 
Pivinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leon Pivinski
1737 E Lake Park Ln
Mustang, OK 73064-6540





Leonard B Chandler 
<len.chandler@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Leonard B Chandler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard B Chandler
732 Jasper St
San Jose, CA 95116-3376





Leonard Gattuccio 
<lenny@coho.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Leonard Gattuccio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Gattuccio
3766 SE Lincoln St
Portland, OR 97214-5850





Leonard Tremmel 
<slapshoe@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Leonard Tremmel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Tremmel
800 Lyon St # 2
San Francisco, CA 94115-4317





Leone Wing 
<wingwl@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Leone 
Wing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leone Wing
52 Northwood Dr
West Milford, NJ 07480-3725





Leroy Gebhart 
<kendooman@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Leroy 
Gebhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leroy Gebhart
4440 SW Archer Rd
Apt 1907
Gainesville, FL 32608-2276





Les Haverland 
<les.haverland@oregon
state.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Les 
Haverland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Les Haverland
816 NE South Nebergall Loop
Albany, OR 97321-1568





Les Rees 
<lesrees@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Les 
Rees

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Les Rees
309 E Ambassador Dr
Tempe, AZ 85281-1313





Les Roberts 
<hobo17pollie@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Les 
Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Les Roberts
1134 E Lansing Way
Fresno, CA 93704-4335





lesley graham 
<lesleyjgraham@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to lesley 
graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. lesley graham
8207 Cypress St
Laurel, MD 20707-5024





Lesley Heathcote 
<lesley.heathcote@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lesley Heathcote

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lesley Heathcote
32 Larkin St
Brattleboro, VT 05301-6237





Leslie Arias 
<raftarias@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Arias

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Arias
505 Fillmore Ave
Cape Canaveral, FL 32920-4940





Leslie Cerier 
<leslie@lesliecerier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Cerier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Cerier
58 Schoolhouse Rd
Amherst, MA 01002-9603





Leslie Davidson 
<Thedwags@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Davidson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is much too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to
be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Davidson
1661 York Ave Apt 4d
New York, NY 10128-6556





Leslie Godbe 
<leslie.godbe@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Godbe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Godbe
5720 Rue St. Michelle
Reno, NV 89511





Leslie Hopper 
<leslannie@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Hopper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Hopper
2711 Edgewood Dr
Placerville, CA 95667-3409





Leslie Kappes 
<leskappes@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Kappes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Kappes
728 Warwick Tpke
Hewitt, NJ 07421-2138





Leslie Lowe 
<slowe@extendedstay.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Lowe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Lowe
191 Murray Taylor Ct
Inman, SC 29349-8701





Leslie Rabb 
<lrpm2@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Rabb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Rabb
637a Westbourne Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-5101





Leslie Richardson 
<lbardolino@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Richardson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Richardson
3110 Vail Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-1539





Leslie Stewart 
<cervidae@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
Stewart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Stewart
905 2nd St
Pepin, WI 54759-9661





Leslie & Bill Cotee 
<lcotee50@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Leslie 
& Bill Cotee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslie & Bill Cotee
4075 N 2250 E
Filer, ID 83328-5063





Leticia pettus 
<lpettus@baptisthealths
ystem.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Leticia pettus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leticia pettus
PO Box 680904
San Antonio, TX 78268-0904





Lewis Chasalow 
<chasalow@findlay.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lewis 
Chasalow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lewis Chasalow
1000 N Main St
Findlay, OH 45840-3653





Lewis Cisle 
<lcisle@bluestreakme.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lewis 
Cisle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lewis Cisle
243 High St
Belfast, ME 04915-6603





"lezahwolfe@lavabit.co
m" <lezahwolfe

11/17/2011 09:21 PM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director -  NiSource 
Habitat Conservation Plan

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the 
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too 
big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may 
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and 
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more 
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered 
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what 
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be decades 
from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or 
kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no one 
knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate 
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. 
Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account 
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The 
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs 
to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale 
energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without 
adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then other 
corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big 
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be 
approved as is.

Hazel McCoy
Colorado



Lian Amber 
<lian@lianamber.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lian 
Amber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lian Amber
1310 Kenwood Ave
Austin, TX 78704-2645





Liana Wong 
<sakura_bear71@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Liana 
Wong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Liana Wong
1086 Vista Grande
Millbrae, CA 94030-2134





Liane Chan 
<liane.chan@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Liane 
Chan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Liane Chan
5 Bluesail Cv
Buena Park, CA 90621-1657





Liane Salgado 
<gamberster@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Liane 
Salgado

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liane Salgado
2514 Damascus Church Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-8041





Libby Goldstein 
<gorbehfarsi@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Libby 
Goldstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Libby Goldstein
331 Queen St
Philadelphia, PA 19147-3220





Liisa Antilla 
<liisa_antilla@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Liisa 
Antilla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liisa Antilla
2311 N 45th St
Seattle, WA 98103-6905





Lilia Dorticos-Cruz 
<lily@interline-usa.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lilia 
Dorticos-Cruz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lilia Dorticos-Cruz
5560 NE 5th Ave
Miami, FL 33137-2613





Lillia Langreck 
<llangrec@ssnd-milw.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lillia 
Langreck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lillia Langreck
110 Notre Dame St
Mount Calvary, WI 53057-9659





Lily Shilo 
<lshilo@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lily 
Shilo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily Shilo
PO Box 80893
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-0893





Lin Brightman 
<odiya.brightman@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lin 
Brightman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lin Brightman
PO Box 102
Avon, CO 81620-0102





Linc Cole 
<prunemstr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Linc 
Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Linc Cole
120 Cutlass Ln
Cudjoe Key, FL 33042-4226





Linda Abbott 
<labbott7318@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Abbott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Abbott
496 Main St
Somers, CT 06071-2011





Linda and Bill Schmidt  
<ls2v@andrew.cmu.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
and Bill Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Linda and Bill Schmidt
109 Whitby Pl
Gibsonia, PA 15044-9333





Linda Ashton 
<lindaashton90@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Ashton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Ashton
2618 Ector Rd N
Jacksonville, FL 32211-3862





Linda Bainbridge 
<lbainbridge@uicalumni.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Bainbridge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Bainbridge
4459 Towhee Ln
Greenbank, WA 98253-6326





Linda Bertram 
<linda4760nm@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Bertram

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Bertram
PO Box 1055
Cottonwood, AZ 86326-1055





Linda Blair 
<rockstarlinda1@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Blair

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Blair
1905 S Johnson St
Missoula, MT 59801-5516





Linda Bridges 
<loubee@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Bridges

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Linda Bridges
725 S Alton Way
Denver, CO 80247-1818





Linda Bridges 
<terry_bridges@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Bridges

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Bridges
201 S Glen Oak Dr
Athens, IL 62613-9701





Linda Burke 
<lmb0843@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Burke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Burke
2550 State Road 580
Lot 410
Clearwater, FL 33761-2932





Linda Cassius 
<onadeferris@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Cassius

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Cassius
1388 Garrison St
Lakewood, CO 80215-4751





Linda Cohen 
<gincko@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Cohen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Cohen
503 7th Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-1846





Linda Collier 
<bastet.linda@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Collier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Collier
3106 Kimberly Rd
Hyattsville, MD 20782-3719





Linda Courtney 
<lindaray01@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Courtney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Courtney
119 Villa North Coutt
Warner Robins, GA 31093





Linda Dalles 
<ldalles@snet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Dalles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Dalles
50 Olcott Way
Ridgefield, CT 06877-3934





Linda DeLap 
<linda.delap@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
DeLap

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First, the mis-named NiSource "Habitat Conservation Plan"
(HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8
million acres in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a
mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed
endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan must be divided
into smaller units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to destroy  endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the effects of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be in 50
years. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or
kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no one
knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are completely
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to do likewise.

In summary, NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda DeLap
46 Sun Valley Way
Morris Plains, NJ 07950-1915





Linda Delap 
<ldelap@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Delap

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Delap
N33 Pocono Mobile Homes Est
East Stroudsburg, PA 18302-9776





Linda Eastlake 
<ceastlake@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Eastlake

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Eastlake
6080 Rutters Rd
Port Orange, FL 32127-7503





Linda Fleming 
<lcronin@rochester.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Fleming

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Fleming
312 Oaklawn Dr
Rochester, NY 14617-1530





Linda Francis 
<lynfrancis_2000@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Francis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Surely this permit request by NiSource is a ridiculous one on its face
because of the unprecented size and scope AND the time element - 50
years for a permit to take (kill) endangered speciesI!!  Therefore, I
am writing to register these serious concerns and I sincerely request
the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service to listen to my comments regarding
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done correctly because it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor! As many as 100
federally listed endangered, threatened, and other special species will
be affected as that area is their habitat! The plan needs to be
partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive
units to even be seriously considered - and even then, why is it
necessary to grant "takings" of  important species of
wildlife?

Second, 50 years is way, way too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.

Third, it appears highly inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or of other factors.
Strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for these
unforeseen and unknown  circumstances are inadequate and could prove to
be highly unreliable. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced
severly and there must be accountability.

The NiSource plan is something new and very far ranging, therefore, if
it goes forward at all, it needs to be done in the best way possible
with the least harm to wildlife! This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country.

If this project receives approval, without adequate analysis and
protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
certain to follow and the cumulative effect could be disastrous for the
wildlife species deserving of our protection.



There is so much at stake in this unusual permit application.
NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Francis
197 Edge of Woods Rd
Saint Augustine, FL 32092-0783



Linda Francis 
<lhfranc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Francis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Francis
6609 Milano Ct SE
Olympia, WA 98513-4978





Linda Freiband 
<lmlivre@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Freiband

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Freiband
16 Bettina Ct
Hampton Bays, NY 11946-1228





Linda Frisone 
<linfri@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Frisone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Frisone
241 Crescent St
Northampton, MA 01060-2116





Linda Ghelfi 
<linda.ghelfi@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Ghelfi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Ghelfi



Linda Goetz 
<linda_goetz@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Goetz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Goetz
PO Box 7016
Santa Monica, CA 90406-7016





Linda Gottschalk 
<lynmari@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Gottschalk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Gottschalk
2350 Canter Ln Apt B
Green Bay, WI 54304-5844





Linda Gruhlke 
<mlgruhl511@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Gruhlke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Gruhlke
511 Vollrath Blvd
Sheboygan, WI 53081-2883





Linda Hanna 
<lhanna5@rochester.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Hanna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Linda Hanna
330 Newcastle Rd
Rochester, NY 14610-1348





Linda Harlow 
<lmh1937@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Harlow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Harlow
1001 Clark St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5103





Linda Hildebrandt 
<hilde513@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Hildebrandt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Linda Hildebrandt
248 Crombie St
Huntington Station, NY 11746-1506





Linda Horowitz 
<lkalyk@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Horowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Linda Horowitz
15617 30dr SE
Bothell, WA 98012





Linda Jeffrey 
<kmg365@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Jeffrey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Jeffrey
8333 Lionsgate Run
Fort Wayne, IN 46835-4715





Linda Jones 
<jerichorose3@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Jones



Linda Kidder 
<lindaleekidder@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Kidder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Kidder
337 Double Tree Dr
Lafayette, IN 47905-8909





Linda Lang 
<lindalang49@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Lang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Lang
9907 Childress Dr
Austin, TX 78753-4331





Linda McCalister 
<lsmccalister@ucdavis.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
McCalister

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda McCalister
115 Del Loma Ct
Vacaville, CA 95687-9477





Linda Morone 
<lindamorone@frontiern
et.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Morone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Morone
1937 Nauvoo Rd
Morris, PA 16938-9576





Linda Nelson 
<mizfits@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Nelson
6715 NE 63rd St
# 103-132
Vancouver, WA 98661-1980





Linda Ng 
<lngkon@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Ng

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Ng
14736 35th Ave
Flushing, NY 11354-3749





Linda Novitski 
<lindanovitski@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Novitski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Novitski
1020 Grand Pre Ave
Kalamazoo, MI 49006-2129





Linda Ogren 
<nkfarmyard@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Ogren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Ogren
PO Box 185
Albion, ME 04910-0185





Linda Peterson 
<lpeterson@wcsr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Peterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Peterson
404 Woodlark Ct
Indian Trail, NC 28079-6548





Linda Prazenica 
<lindahunter@volcano.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Prazenica

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Prazenica
PO Box 1
Pioneer, CA 95666-0001





Linda Prostko 
<lprostko@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Prostko

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Prostko
PO Box 54
Caledonia, MI 49316-0054





Linda Rice 
<dakota17@ec.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Rice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Rice
1623 Nc Highway 801 N
Mocksville, NC 27028-7730





Linda Rodriguez 
<lindajgreyr@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Rodriguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Rodriguez
1038 S 11th St
San Jose, CA 95112-2446





Linda Sanders 
<lms4851@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Sanders

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Sanders
1920 N Kedzie Ave
Chicago, IL 60647-3763





Linda Schimpf 
<lschimpf@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Schimpf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Schimpf
116 Oakridge Dr
Rochester, NY 14617-2508





Linda Schmid 
<linda_schmid@intuit.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Schmid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Schmid
2632 Marine Way
Mountain View, CA 94043-1126





Linda Scott 
<literaryequivalent@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Scott
1065 Meadow Way
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-1807





linda spinazzola 
<mrspin@erols.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to linda 
spinazzola

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. linda spinazzola
103 Steiner Ave
Hamilton, NJ 08619-1622





Linda Stepp 
<travelinpaws@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Stepp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Stepp
5822 Beau Jardin Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46237-2257





Linda Sullivan 
<leela60640@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Sullivan
5008 N Hermitage Ave
Chicago, IL 60640-2732





Linda Umans 
<lin7u@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Umans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Umans
50 W 97th St # St.-8s
New York, NY 10025-6053





Linda Valenzuela 
<llvalenzuela98@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Valenzuela

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Linda Valenzuela
10721 Balfour St
Whittier, CA 90606-1702





Linda Workman 
<mjsmamma@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Linda 
Workman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Workman
216 Reedway Ln
Kirkwood, MO 63122-2614





LindaAnn Davenport 
<shoenmadchen62@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
LindaAnn Davenport

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. LindaAnn Davenport
109 Pinewood Rd
Clarksburg, WV 26301-4144





Lindsay Golter 
<lgolter@waldronolson.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsay Golter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Golter
29466 Vista Plaza Dr
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1857





Lindsay Kraft 
<lindsaykraft@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsay Kraft

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lindsay Kraft
1203 Bellevue Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026-5139





Lindsay Schrack 
<emilyhex27@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsay Schrack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lindsay Schrack
PO Box 634
Healy, AK 99743-0634





Lindsay Wallace 
<linza021@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsay Wallace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lindsay Wallace
6126 Compton St Apt 3
Indianapolis, IN 46220-2056





Lindsay Wallace 
<lwallace@parkerandso
ns.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsay Wallace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Wallace
5230 W Glenview Pl
Chandler, AZ 85226-3670





Lindsey Densing 
<cruiserld@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsey Densing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lindsey Densing
7806 Jade Falls Ct
Houston, TX 77095-4413





lindsey loperena 
<lindseylop@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
lindsey loperena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. lindsey loperena
521 Meder St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2309





Lindsey Skrdlant 
<lskrdlant@coh.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lindsey Skrdlant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lindsey Skrdlant
441 Pearl Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-6049





Linell Morello 
<llmo95762@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Linell 
Morello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linell Morello
7481 E Grey Lag Dr
Nampa, ID 83687-7512





Linus Levey 
<linus.levey@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Linus 
Levey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Linus Levey
401 E 65th St
New York, NY 10065-6943





Lisa Adams-Reeve 
<lisalotus99@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Adams-Reeve

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Adams-Reeve
7427 39th Ct E
Sarasota, FL 34243-5103





Lisa Adolf 
<laadolf@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Adolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Adolf
8407 18th Ave W Apt 7-204
Everett, WA 98204-7917





"Lisa A. Pace" 
<lisa39@uakron.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "Lisa 
A. Pace"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa A. Pace
2067b Higby Dr
Stow, OH 44224-1483





Lisa Barker 
<lisagb33@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Barker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Barker
400parkview ct
hurst, TX 76053





Lisa Brown 
<pupadu1228@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Brown
123 America Way
Silver Spring, MD 20904





Lisa Cleary 
<lac8226@netzero.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Cleary

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Cleary
991 Lucon Rd
Schwenksville, PA 19473-2117





Lisa Copeland 
<kleecc44@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Copeland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Copeland
116 Reney St
# 1
Fall River, MA 02723-4016





Lisa Cossettini 
<lisagab@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Cossettini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Cossettini
8828 Pershing Dr Apt 316
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8007





Lisa D'Arcangelis 
<lisamarie447@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
D'Arcangelis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa D'Arcangelis
141 Featherstone Ct
Stephenson, VA 22656-2102





Lisa Daly 
<info@flowerlanguage.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Daly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Nothing seems to stand a chance in the face of such incredible greed.
What has happened to this country when it allows the wholesale
destruction of habitat, the poisoning of our air, soil and water, and
the reckless disregard for endangered species?

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Ms. Lisa Daly



Lisa Dawley 
<lenlisa6@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Dawley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Dawley



Lisa Dupuree 
<lmdupuree@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Dupuree

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Dupuree
3963 Caledonia Ave
Apopka, FL 32712-6044





Lisa Ewert 
<ewerlisa@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Ewert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Ewert
PO Box 93
Truman, MN 56088-0093





Lisa Galvin 
<lisagal23@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Galvin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Galvin
1221 NE 177th St Unit B
Shoreline, WA 98155-3704





Lisa Garcia 
<mangacide@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Garcia
1822 Frances St
Harlingen, TX 78550-4453





Lisa Gilroy 
<lgilroy@elliman.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Gilroy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lisa Gilroy
310 Greenwich St Apt 35b
New York, NY 10013-2717





Lisa Gold 
<lisagold73@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Gold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Gold
5139 N Tripp Ave
Chicago, IL 60630-2726





Lisa Gosnell 
<eotas@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Gosnell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lisa Gosnell



Lisa Grundmann 
<lgrundmann9@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Grundmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Grundmann
698 Hawthorn Road
East Brighton
Melbourne, None 03187





Lisa Hilyer 
<mountnsage@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Hilyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Hilyer
2554 Inman Ct
San Diego, CA 92111-5905





Lisa homa 
<lisa@lisahoma.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
homa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa homa
875 W 181st St
New York, NY 10033-4468





Lisa Hughes 
<vasslt@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Hughes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Hughes
1504 County Road 322
Granbury, TX 76048-7837





Lisa Hull 
<sunspontanious@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Hull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Hull
PO Box 1143
Eau Claire, WI 54702-1143





Lisa Jablow 
<caseyj@myfairpoint.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Jablow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lisa Jablow
PO Box 223
Waterbury Center, VT 05677-0223





Lisa Jackson 
<ljxmediaarts@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Jackson
26245 Hatmor Dr
Calabasas, CA 91302-1023





Lisa Johnson 
<duck811@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Johnson
532 Green Valley Dr W
Lombard, IL 60148-2530





Lisa Ka 
<lisawk11@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Ka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lisa Ka
38 Joliet Court
Crozet, VA 22932





Lisa Kane 
<clipgoddess@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Kane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Kane
517 N Brighton St
Burbank, CA 91506-1901





Lisa Kohler 
<lrk21sb@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Kohler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Kohler
9844 Lucca Way
Elk Grove, CA 95757-3080





Lisa Krauss 
<lkrauss03@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Krauss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Krauss
PO Box 57
Bethel, NY 12720-0057





Lisa Kucukdogerli  
<summitdogluv@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Kucukdogerli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Kucukdogerli
235 Westlake Ctr # 241
Daly City, CA 94015-1430





Lisa Lehman 
<bleedudry66@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Lehman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Lehman
55 S Potomac St
Apt 204
Hagerstown, MD 21740-5536





Lisa Leija 
<lleija@firstam.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Leija

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Leija
1908 Betsy Ross Dr
Las Vegas, NV 89108-7751





Lisa Liske-Doorandish 
<welikehome@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Liske-Doorandish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Liske-Doorandish
PO Box 72
Eggleston, VA 24086-0072





Lisa Loviglio 
<llovig@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Loviglio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Loviglio
223 Providence Dr
Islip Terrace, NY 11752-2525





Lisa Lundin 
<spiritguidedwoman@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Lundin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Lundin
16 Keith St Fl 2
Weymouth, MA 02188-2513





Lisa Matriccino 
<lmgoth1219@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Matriccino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Matriccino
539 W Green St
West Hazleton, PA 18202-3707





Lisa Mears 
<lisamears@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Mears

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Mears
5 Greenwood St
Lenox, MA 01240-2029





Lisa Morris 
<lismorris@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Morris
501 Preston Dr
Bolingbrook, IL 60440-2264





Lisa Nicholson 
<nicholsond@candw.ag
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Nicholson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Nicholson
35 Fox Rd
West Cornwall, CT 06796-1408





Lisa Pierna 
<lpierna@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Pierna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Pierna
171 SE 20th St
Cape Coral, FL 33990-2256





Lisa Read 
<writelread@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Read

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Read
23 W Galer St Apt 306
Seattle, WA 98119-3364





Lisa Roll 
<lisaroll07@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Roll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Roll
540 W Maple Ave
El Segundo, CA 90245-2113





Lisa Ryan 
<lisaspresho@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Ryan
23327 96th ave w
Washington, DC 20016





Lisa Stafford 
<hellaci0us@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Stafford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lisa Stafford
2711 E Morris St
Wichita, KS 67211-2925





Lisa Stevens 
<gypsylisa@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Why do I keep getting shocked at the things our marvelous industries
inflict on the rest of us? Why am I shocked that something called the
Fish and WIldlife Service is not fully trusted to protect our fish and
wildlife? The answer is: profit-hungry companies with big money can't
seem to get enough, and to get more, they somehow (how?)  manage to
influence the decision-makerr.
Thus, I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Ms. Lisa Stevens
3912 Mayflower Ct
Tallahassee, FL 32303-1705



Lisa Thompson 
<weynlis@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lisa Thompson
17120 164th Way SE
Renton, WA 98058-9582





Lisa Tremaine 
<rowtexas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Tremaine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Tremaine
9941 Elmada Ln
Dallas, TX 75220-6305





Lisa Velez 
<lv@cassiday.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Velez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisa Velez
317 Woodland Dr
Round Lake Beach, IL 60073-2656





Lisa Willinger 
<dressagequeen42@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Willinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Willinger
5634 Vesper Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411-3351





Lisa Yee 
<lisa.w.yee@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lisa 
Yee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lisa Yee
216 Long Hill Dr
Glastonbury, CT 06033-1196





Lisbeth Caccese 
<caccesela@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lisbeth Caccese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

How can the US Fish & Wildlife Service even consider this
unconscionable proposal?  Haven't the energy conglomerates already
demonstrated their patent lack of concern for anything but the almighty
"$"?  They certainly have the $$$ to push for anything they
want & it looks like your department is going to cave in ASAP!  In
case anyone is looking, fauna & flora don't exist in a vacuum.
Anything & everything human beings do has an impact upon the
biospheres on this earth.  Is it really too much to ask that this
idiotic request be turned down?

Sincerely,

Lisbeth Caccese
13753 Wyandotte St
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2616



Lise Brenner 
<liselbrenner@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lise 
Brenner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lise Brenner
231 Jackson St
Brooklyn, NY 11211-1505





Lise Snyder 
<velcro3382@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lise 
Snyder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lise Snyder
3221 Selby Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-4414





Lisha Doucet 
<lisha_doucet@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lisha 
Doucet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisha Doucet
5135 Kingfisher Dr
Houston, TX 77035-3016





Liya Pogosian 
<liyapogosian@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Liya 
Pogosian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Liya Pogosian
7058
North Hollywood, CA 91605





Liz Barillas 
<trunkschan90@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Liz 
Barillas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liz Barillas
1011 Linden Ave Apt 12
Glendale, CA 91201-1637





Liz Fife 
<lmfife@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Liz 
Fife

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liz Fife
3623 W Shakespeare Ave
Chicago, IL 60647-3506





Liz Fowler 
<lizzart@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Liz 
Fowler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liz Fowler
927 Ventura St
Richmond, CA 94805-1032





Liz McIntyre 
<mcintyreliz85@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Liz 
McIntyre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liz McIntyre
2439 E Inca St
Mesa, AZ 85213-3505





Liz Reynolds 
<mizlizzie@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Liz 
Reynolds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Liz Reynolds
4128 Hunt St SW
Covington, GA 30014-2750





Liza Chen 
<lizaatepizza@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Liza 
Chen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Liza Chen
New York
New York, NY 10010





Lizabeth White 
<lizabeth_white@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lizabeth White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lizabeth White
856 E San Joaquin Ave
Tulare, CA 93274-4330





Lj Orszulak 
<cadillac82@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lj 
Orszulak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lj Orszulak
83 Ingham St
Chicopee, MA 01013-4007





Llew Taylor 
<future_worlds@live.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Llew 
Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Llew Taylor
121 E Lutton St
New Castle, PA 16101-4613





Lloyd Korn 
<lpkorn@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lloyd 
Korn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lloyd Korn
5801 Abernathy Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90045-1619





Lloyd Lutterman 
<indianheadpenny@ym
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lloyd 
Lutterman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

The health and welfare of our planet and other species are endangered
by this continuing corporate agenda of destruction for profits.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lloyd Lutterman
na



Cynthiana, IN 47612



Lloyd Marshall 
<lgm9854@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Lloyd 
Marshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lloyd Marshall
2209 NW 59th St Apt 2
Seattle, WA 98107-3151





Lloyd Scott 
<lgscott5053@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Lloyd 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lloyd Scott
1530 Mayberry Dr
Reno, NV 89509-2448





Lois Brooks 
<labrooks112@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Brooks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Brooks
1449 Albany St
Ferndale, MI 48220-3138





Lois Chapman 
<lochap7@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Chapman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Chapman

Tacoma, WA 98404





Lois Evron 
<loiele7@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Evron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Evron
526 Monroe St
Cedarhurst, NY 11516-1318





Lois Haupt 
<lmhaupt@neb.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Haupt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Haupt
4212 Knox St
Lincoln, NE 68504-1954





Lois Hecht 
<ljh710@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Hecht

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Hecht
225 Eastern Pkwy
Brooklyn, NY 11238-6358





Lois Leonard 
<loisokongs@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Leonard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Leonard
PO Box 494
Aquebogue, NY 11931-0494





Lois Mason 
<lois@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Mason

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Mason
3763 Arcadia Rd
Greenbank, WA 98253-6407





lois solomon 
<loisk50@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to lois 
solomon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. lois solomon
40 Boy St
Bristol, CT 06010-8931





Lois Way 
<lbway@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lois 
Way

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Way
905 S Jennings Ave Apt 2308
Fort Worth, TX 76104-3274





Lola Schiefelbein 
<lls7474@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lola 
Schiefelbein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lola Schiefelbein
611 Cottonwood Dr
Richland, WA 99352-3641





Lonnie Petrie 
<heidilonnie@ymail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Lonnie Petrie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lonnie Petrie
5274 Monte Vista Dr.
Colorado City, CO 81019





Lonny Cloud 
<eatsthunder@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lonny 
Cloud

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lonny Cloud
4428 N Joey Ct
Litchfield Park, AZ 85340-5123





LORA BROWN 
<arcturianangel@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to LORA 
BROWN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. LORA BROWN
14777 Palm Dr
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240-6850





Lora Schlesinger 
<gallery@loraschlesinge
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lora 
Schlesinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lora Schlesinger
2525 Michigan Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90404-4014





Loraine Sherman 
<lanie13@adelphia.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Loraine Sherman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Loraine Sherman
11 Woodstock Rd
Glenwood, NY 14069-9631





Lorelei Stierlen 
<gator.clips@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lorelei Stierlen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorelei Stierlen
2144 Ironside Dr
Plano, TX 75075-3010





Loren Ceder 
<lrceder@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Loren 
Ceder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Loren Ceder
5106 188th St SW
Lynnwood, WA 98037-5424





Loren Evarts 
<levarts@snet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Loren 
Evarts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Loren Evarts
145 N Pearl St
Meriden, CT 06450-4402





Lorena Anderson 
<redheadrena@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lorena Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lorena Anderson
4738 5th Ave
Beaver Falls, PA 15010-3322





Lorena Matouk 
<lorena@matouk.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lorena Matouk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lorena Matouk
Bosque de Moctezuma 130
La Herradura
Mexico, SD 52784





Lorene Rowland 
<queenpuck@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lorene Rowland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorene Rowland
3231 Ben Hogan Ln
Billings, MT 59106-1137





Loretta Bengivenga 
<lorettafrankenstein@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Loretta Bengivenga

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Loretta Bengivenga
410 William St
Pen Argyl, PA 18072-1770





Lori Cernik 
<lori@cernik.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Cernik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lori Cernik
564 Redtail Ln
Colgate, WI 53017-9120





Lori Davis 
<hilander@maine.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Davis



Lori Feeley 
<lorifeeley@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Feeley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lori Feeley
56 Valley Ln
Chappaqua, NY 10514-2003





Lori Gilio 
<lori4182001@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Gilio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lori Gilio
348 149th St
Whitestone, NY 11357-1129





Lori Hein 
<lhein@new.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Hein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lori Hein
2185 Willow Hill Dr
Neenah, WI 54956-8914





Lori Lyles 
<loril_48501@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Lyles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Lyles
PO Box 701
Flint, MI 48501-0701





Lori Mallams 
<mallamsl@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Mallams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Mallams
840 Maple St
North Liberty, IA 52317-9431





Lori Moldovan 
<lemdolphin@bellsouth.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Moldovan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Moldovan
7270 SW 113th St
Miami, FL 33156-4628





Lori Olcott 
<foxesque@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Olcott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lori Olcott
3056 S Geneva St
Denver, CO 80231-4731





Lori Schmelter 
<loriron@wagthedogme
dia.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Schmelter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lori Schmelter
6878 E. Quail Hideaway
Gold Canyon, AZ 85219





Lori Tritel 
<tritel@ca.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Tritel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Tritel
10772 Galvin St
Culver City, CA 90230-5407





Lori Walker 
<lmacbeth.lori@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lori 
Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Walker
6625 SE 67th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-7303





Lorinda Pullen 
<ldpullen@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lorinda Pullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorinda Pullen
30291 433rd Ave
Utica, SD 57067-5400





Lorna Paisley 
<lpaisley@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lorna 
Paisley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Mahatma Gandhi: A country or civilization can be judged by the way it
treats its animals.

Man has turned Earth into a hell for animals.      Arthur Schopenhauer

When a man  kills a tiger, it is called a game.  When a tiger kills a
man then it is called savagery. - unknown

Two things have surprised me: The intelligence of animals and the
beastliness of men.   Flora Tristan

When man feels compassion toward all living beings, then he will be
noble  Buda

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorna Paisley
664 N Hickory St
Joliet, IL 60435-6369



Lorna Simon 
<lsimow@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lorna 
Simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorna Simon
8 Grafton St
Shrewsbury, MA 01545-5656





Lorne Beatty 
<lbeatty@blue-chip.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Lorne 
Beatty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lorne Beatty
573 Maxfield Rd
Brighton, MI 48114-9649





Lorraine Akiba 
<akiba@m4law.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Akiba

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Akiba
PO Box 974
Honolulu, HI 96808-0974





Lorraine Black 
<lmblack117@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Black
4803 Glenhaven Dr
Everett, WA 98203-1738





Lorraine Brown 
<jwljvdbrown@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lorraine Brown
118 Wilderness Ln
Greenville, SC 29607-1747





"Lorraine D. Johnson" 
<lorraine.d.johnson@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
"Lorraine D. Johnson"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine D. Johnson
4858 S Kenny St
Seattle, WA 98118-2851





Lorraine Gemmell 
<gemmelll@medimmun
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Gemmell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Gemmell
1980 Silverwood Ave
Mountain View, CA 94043-4405





Lorraine Jones 
<ljonesreverseloans@e
arthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Jones
2643 Blue Ridge Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065-1005





Lorraine Kobyluk 
<raine4747@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Kobyluk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Kobyluk
6015 Fernglen Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-2626





Lorraine Robledo 
<howaboutsomeavon@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Robledo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lorraine Robledo
7915 Gaelic Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28306-8527





Lorraine Suzuki 
<lsuzuki108@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Suzuki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Suzuki
3870 Inglewood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066-4503





Lorraine Thompson 
<laura451@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Lorraine Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Thompson
126 Cottage St
Middletown, NY 10940-3705





Lorretta Marcel 
<loret44@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Lorretta Marcel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorretta Marcel
781 Corbett Ave
San Francisco, CA 94131-3347





Lorrie Ogren 
<lorrie_o@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Lorrie 
Ogren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorrie Ogren
33 Cerro Del Alamo
Santa Fe, NM 87507-4250





Lou Carpenter 
<lou_carpenter@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lou 
Carpenter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lou Carpenter
3710 W Canyon Lakes Dr
Apt A101
Kennewick, WA 99337-2765





Lou Caylor McDermott  
<loucaylor@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lou 
Caylor McDermott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lou Caylor McDermott
235 Windsor Ct
Glen Mills, PA 19342-2026





Lou Ernst-Fonberg 
<ernstfon@mail.etsu.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Lou 
Ernst-Fonberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lou Ernst-Fonberg
316 S Cherokee St
Jonesborough, TN 37659-1112





Lou Finocchario 
<finofamily@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lou 
Finocchario

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lou Finocchario
7213 W 60th St
Overland Park, KS 66202-2342





Louis Spain Jr 
<lspain@pierce.ctc.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Louis 
Spain Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Louis Spain Jr
11203 58th Ave SW
Lakewood, WA 98499-3061





Louis Taterka 
<ltate@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Louis 
Taterka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Louis Taterka
26 Hampton Ht Rd
Lafayette, NJ 07848





Louisa DiGrazia 
<yogakailua@hawaii.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Louisa DiGrazia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louisa DiGrazia
326 Lala Pl
Kailua, HI 96734-3223





Louise Gelb 
<lgelb@cgsh.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Louise Gelb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Gelb
20 Saint Johns Pl Apt 1
Brooklyn, NY 11217-3261





Louise Gross 
<chile96@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Louise Gross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Gross
2601 Idlebrook Cir
Midway Park, NC 28544-1652





Louise J Bowles 
<luisabowles@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Louise J Bowles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise J Bowles
3862 Potomac Ave Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90008-1624





Louise Sundin 
<lsundin@mft59.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Louise Sundin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Louise Sundin
5216 Vincent Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55410-2420





Louise Yacovone 
<lwyacovone@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Louise Yacovone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Yacovone
105 Bradford Springs Rd
Washington, NH 03280-3517





Lourdes Costas 
<tuminaat30@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lourdes Costas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lourdes Costas
202 E Liberty St
Sumter, SC 29150-5058





lourdes pagan 
<jesrab5895@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
lourdes pagan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. lourdes pagan
204 st.
new york, NY 10034





Lourie Travis 
<ajlourie33@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lourie 
Travis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Lourie Travis
104 W Lavender Ln
Arlington, TX 76010-5603





Lowell Palm 
<evrettbgo@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lowell 
Palm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lowell Palm
419 5th St
Washington Court House, OH 43160-2510





Lu Kivett <lu@shv.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lu 
Kivett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lu Kivett
2443 Homewood Dr
San Jose, CA 95128-1508



Luan Le 
<luanvanle@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Luan 
Le

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luan Le
3411 Shea Ct
Arlington, TX 76014-3226





LuAnn Wherry 
<luann.wherry@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
LuAnn Wherry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss LuAnn Wherry
5754 Pray St
Bonita, CA 91902-2118





Luanne Alomair 
<chowlover@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Luanne Alomair

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Luanne Alomair
16745 SW Spellman Dr
Beaverton, OR 97007-8365





Luanne Bryant 
<jmsflb@frontier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Luanne Bryant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Luanne Bryant
PO Box 60
Seymour, IN 47274-0060





Luanne Jurczak 
<indylu@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Luanne Jurczak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Luanne Jurczak
2547 Wicker Ave
Highland, IN 46322-1844





Luci Mazzetta 
<l.mazzetta@shimer.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Luci 
Mazzetta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Luci Mazzetta
232 E 26th St Apt 6
New York, NY 10010-2433





Lucia Ishii 
<info@jetserv.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Lucia 
Ishii

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucia Ishii
3 Welcome Ave
Boscawen, NH 03303-2508





Lucie Refsland 
<lucie@refsland.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Lucie 
Refsland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lucie Refsland
2 Highland Cir
Lewisburg, WV 24901-1721





Lucinda Boudreau 
<lucindamagnarxinc@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Lucinda Boudreau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucinda Boudreau
133 S Mountain Dr
New Britain, CT 06052-1511





Lucinda Ewing 
<lbe.path@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Lucinda Ewing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucinda Ewing
228 Hacienda Carmel
Carmel, CA 93923-7947





Lucinda Mazzetta 
<l.mazzetta@shimer.ed
u>

11/19/2011 08:32 PM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Regarding the Pipeline

To the officials of the U.S Fish & Wildlife Service:
 
It is no Service to the public to hand over half of the country to be RAPED by the NiSource. 
There are over 70 species that will be threatened if this proposal is accepted. There are several 
species around the globe that are endangered, if not extinct already. YOU know this ‐  everyone 
that works for this group should know and understand this. The U.S Fish & Wildlife Service 
should live and breathe every moment of their lives by the words they claim to faithfully abide. 
“Our mission is to work with others to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wildlife and 
plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people.” Yes, that’s 
right. This is a quote on your very own website. Don’t insult me or any other American 
that truly cares about what is happening to our earth. Live true to your mission 
statement. Think about your families, and other people’s families that have to raise 
children knowing that their future may as well be permanently devastated if NiSource 
gets their way. At the very least, do the old fashion “put yourself in the other’s shoes” 
and think about how one little decision could affect millions of plants, animals and 
people for decades!! Please do not do this to our country. This is our beautiful land…let’
s respect it and share it. In the future, if all this land is destroyed because of fracking, 
ask yourself these questions: What will all the painters paint? Ugly buildings and dirty 
grass. What will all the writers write about? How our country’s people have been 
betrayed. Where will all the children play? Nowhere. How will we have clean water to 
drink? We won’t.  – We won’t have anything. No pride, no love nothing for this country, 
and it could very well start with the decision you are about to make with NiSource.
 
Please consider what I have said. I know many others stand behind what I have said, 
some will also try to contact you.  Do not ignore us. Listen to us and respect us.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.



Lucretia Crawford 
<lucraw@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lucretia Crawford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucretia Crawford
1217 Cherokee Dr
Springfield, OH 45506-3204





Lucy Sells 
<ilucy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Lucy 
Sells

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have several several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lucy Sells
1501 Blake St Apt 304
Berkeley, CA 94703-1888





Luis Tirado 
<ltirado766@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Luis 
Tirado

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luis Tirado
2701 NW 23rd Blvd
Apt A12
Gainesville, FL 32605-5940





Luisa Appleman 
<mlappleman@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Luisa 
Appleman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Luisa Appleman
5120 SE 30th Ave Apt 47
Portland, OR 97202-4564





Luke Tipton 
<luke.tipton40@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Luke 
Tipton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luke Tipton
3605 Farmdale Dr
Valparaiso, IN 46383-1848





Luranne Drager 
<hhsipos@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Luranne Drager

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Luranne Drager
1264 2nd Ave Apt 1
San Francisco, CA 94122-2728





Lurena Falcone 
<renabean@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Lurena Falcone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lurena Falcone
123 Ed Christine Dr
Stroudsburg, PA 18360-1463





Luther Quinn 
<luluqu@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Luther 
Quinn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luther Quinn
3894 Longwood Dr SW
Concord, NC 28027-9202





Luz Cummings 
<luzcummings@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Luz 
Cummings

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Luz Cummings
1549 Autumn Dr
Clarksville, TN 37042-1706





Lydia Roberts 
<snakeloverlyd@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lydia 
Roberts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Lydia Roberts
26 Western Ave
Natick, MA 01760-4847





Lyla Bugara 
<lyla.bugara@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lyla 
Bugara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lyla Bugara
176 E 3rd St Apt 6b
New York, NY 10009-7770





Lynda Alfred 
<lynda@montrose.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lynda 
Alfred

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynda Alfred
18525 Spring Canyon Rd
Montrose, CO 81403-7945





LYNETTE ZIZZO 
<lrottweiler@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
LYNETTE ZIZZO

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. LYNETTE ZIZZO
192 Maple St
Calverton, NY 11933-9787





Lynn Arrayet 
<artart22023@yahoo.ca
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Arrayet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Arrayet
Box 164
spy hill, AZ 51255





Lynn Barker 
<lynbark@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Barker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

This plan needs to scale down and concentrate on saving the animals! I
am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Barker
10915 Huston St Apt 112
N Hollywood, CA 91601-4699





Lynn Bente 
<thebentes@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Bente

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Bente
179 Sherrett Branch Rd
Panama City, FL 32409-2089





Lynn Calhoun 
<lynncalhoun@windstre
am.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Calhoun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Calhoun
638 Standing Rock Dr
Tiger, GA 30576-2029





Lynn Corwin 
<lcorwn@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Corwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Corwin
633 San Anselmo Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2615





Lynn Crandall 
<lscinaz@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Crandall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Crandall
2050 W State Route 89a
Cottonwood, AZ 86326-4650





"Lynn C. Lang" 
<lynn_lang@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "Lynn 
C. Lang"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn C. Lang
1721 Polaris Ct
Saint Cloud, MN 56303-1375





Lynn delaney 
<lynndelaney6@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
delaney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn delaney
5867 Ocean View Dr
Oakland, CA 94618-1534





Lynn Goldberg 
<lynnsings@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Goldberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Goldberg
9330 English Oak Ct
Manassas, VA 20110-5651





Lynn Goodman-Strauss 
<theegglady@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Goodman-Strauss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Goodman-Strauss
711 King Edward Pl
Austin, TX 78745-3942





Lynn Graham 
<pixieskydust@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Graham
8244 Findley Dr
Mentor, OH 44060-3810





Lynn Hanson 
<unitarian51@ix.netcom
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Hanson
1265 NE 56th Ct
Hillsboro, OR 97124-6150





Lynn Kearny 
<lkearny@sprintmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Kearny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Kearny
7623 Outlook Ave
Oakland, CA 94605-2925





Lynn Kennedy 
<lynnkenn@sover.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Kennedy
18 Henry St
Bellows Falls, VT 05101-1524





lynn matarelli 
<matarelli@ymail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to lynn 
matarelli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. lynn matarelli
1317 Sarah Brooks Dr
Keller, TX 76248-2049





Lynn Mattson 
<lynnieray@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Mattson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Mattson

Fort Collins, CO 80521-1754





Lynn Miller 
<lynniemiller@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Miller
8540 SW 90th Pl
Ocala, FL 34481-9302





Lynn Morris 
<catmorris@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Morris
233 E Wacker Dr Apt 3504
Chicago, IL 60601-5114





Lynn Morrison 
<lynn@digins.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Morrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Morrison
5325 Kingsgrove Dr
Somis, CA 93066-9772





Lynn Paul Johnson 
<masterrenegade@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Paul Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lynn Paul Johnson
701 Hooper Rd
Apt 2o
Endwell, NY 13760-1546





lynn pickwell 
<finallap1@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to lynn 
pickwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. lynn pickwell
1251 N Crescent Heights Blvd
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5015





Lynn Pitney 
<lp247@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Pitney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Pitney
14803 Sheila Ann Dr
Hudson, FL 34669-1228





Lynn Rich 
<lynnrichstudio@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Rich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Rich
11800 Manchaca Rd Trlr 21
Austin, TX 78748-2738





Lynn Rogers 
<purrr5@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Rogers
7 Prescott St
Newmarket, NH 03857-2018





Lynn Strong 
<stronglynn2002@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lynn 
Strong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lynn Strong
327 Redbud Dr
North Augusta, SC 29860-8668





Lynne Atherton-Dat 
<lynneadat@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Lynne 
Atherton-Dat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynne Atherton-Dat
5300 Columia Pike
Arlington, VA 22204





Lynne Forester 
<lforester@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Lynne 
Forester

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Forester
3600 Tomales Road
Tomales, CA 94971





Lynne Gordon-Watson 
<budlyn4@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Lynne 
Gordon-Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynne Gordon-Watson
427 E 83rd St Apt 1b
New York, NY 10028-6181





Lynne Mullen 
<lmullen@oeb.harvard.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynne 
Mullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lynne Mullen
8 Grand View Ave # 2
Somerville, MA 02143-1812





lynne pateman 
<lpateman@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to lynne 
pateman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. lynne pateman
hollywood
los angeles, CA 90068-1925





Lynne Weil 
<lweil@chorus.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Lynne 
Weil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Weil
5510 Lilly Valley Rd
Black Earth, WI 53515-9598





"L. Boone" 
<ldb0310@usa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "L. 
Boone"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. L. Boone
604 Topsfield Rd
Hatboro, PA 19040-4513





"L. Carter" 
<carterl@uwm.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "L. 
Carter"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. L. Carter
3292a N 52nd St
Milwaukee, WI 53216-3242





"L. Shaffer" 
<the.forest.edge@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "L. 
Shaffer"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. L. Shaffer



"l. tomko" 
<stormcrafted@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to "l. 
tomko"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. l. tomko
14431 La Pluma Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-4030





"l;inda smyth" 
<lsmyth8606@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "l;inda 
smyth"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. l;inda smyth
54 Somers Rd
Enfield, CT 06082-3214





M'Lou Christ 
<mnortie@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to M'Lou 
Christ

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. M'Lou Christ
11485 SW Greenburg Rd
Portland, OR 97223-5392





m komisar 
<mitmax@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to m 
komisar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. m komisar
1431 SE 28th Ave Apt 10
Portland, OR 97214-2978





M Murphy <no@no.no>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to M 
Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Murphy
no
no, CO 80501



M Olson 
<olson@thebigbluefish.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to M 
Olson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

M Olson
Bryan Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94086





M Prezyna 
<mprezyna@rochester.r
r.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to M 
Prezyna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

M Prezyna
PO Box 241
Wales Center, NY 14169-0241





M Schiffer 
<masarepas@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to M 
Schiffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Schiffer
839 Judson Ave Apt 3
Evanston, IL 60202-5514





M Watson 
<mimi@dolphin-develop
ment.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to M 
Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Watson
Ross Avenue
San Anselmmo, CA 94960





Madalyn Redini 
<madsheltie@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Madalyn Redini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madalyn Redini
1815 N Laurel Dr
Mt Prospect, IL 60056-1652





Madeleine Fisher Kern 
<metropet2000@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Madeleine Fisher Kern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

As if I'm not angry enough, I am writing to register several more
concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation
Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madeleine Fisher Kern
162 South Orange Drive
Centreville, VA 20120





Madeline Rawley 
<rm.rawley@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Madeline Rawley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

. It is wrong to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the
status of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The
timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madeline Rawley
361 Birdsong Way
Doylestown, PA 18901-4893



Madison Ambrose Hall  
<maddielaurel@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Madison Ambrose Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madison Ambrose Hall
1632 S 13th St W
Apt B
Missoula, MT 59801-4981





Maggie Landis 
<goognyc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Maggie Landis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Landis
19 Stuyvesant Oval
New York, NY 10009-2020





Maggie Maxwell 
<maggiemaxwell@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maggie Maxwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Maxwell
3422 W Leland Ave
Chicago, IL 60625-6898





Maggie Sallah 
<mags009@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Maggie Sallah

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Sallah
2437 Commonwealth Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-5131





Maia Van Pelt 
<maia.vanpelt@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Maia 
Van Pelt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maia Van Pelt
2613 Hatch Cir
Colorado Springs, CO 80918-6030





Mailand Edlin 
<mailandedlin@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Mailand Edlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mailand Edlin
6702 Robin Willow Ct
Dallas, TX 75248-4013





Mal Gaffney 
<malgaff@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mal 
Gaffney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mal Gaffney
401 W Pine Ave Apt 35
Lompoc, CA 93436-4063





Malcolm Ferrier 
<thistle@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Malcolm Ferrier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Malcolm Ferrier
3583 Overlook Dr
Langley, WA 98260-8611





malcolm slakter 
<camphy@hawaii.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
malcolm slakter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. malcolm slakter
1015 Wilder Ave Apt 503
Honolulu, HI 96822-2627





Mallory Sanford 
<malsanford@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Mallory Sanford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mallory Sanford
1500 Prater Way
Sparks, NV 89431-0941





Mame Boyd 
<mameroo@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mame 
Boyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mame Boyd
PO Box 26
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-0026





Mana Iluna 
<manailuna1@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mana 
Iluna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mana Iluna
4415 145th Ave NE Apt H2
Bellevue, WA 98007-7111





Manal Ramadan 
<mramadan@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Manal 
Ramadan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Manal Ramadan
2508 N 79th Ave
Elmwood Park, IL 60707-2422





Mandy Elsea 
<maelsea@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Mandy Elsea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mandy Elsea
2115 Burlington Ave
Missoula, MT 59801-5254





Manfred Zanger 
<beamoc@hvc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Manfred Zanger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.BAN FRACKING IN NEW YORK STATE

Sincerely,

Mr. Manfred Zanger
62 Beaverkill Mountain Rd
Roscoe, NY 12776-3001





Mangesh Gondhalekar 
<gmangesh@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Mangesh Gondhalekar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mangesh Gondhalekar
35 Colleen Way
Campbell, CA 95008-1709





Mani Sadri 
<mani_sadri@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mani 
Sadri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mani Sadri
13787 6th Pl E
Bradenton, FL 34212-9002





Manuel Covarrubias 
<cvmannyfresh@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Manuel Covarrubias

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Manuel Covarrubias
576 Sipes Cir
Chula Vista, CA 91911-6709





Manuel Luschas 
<luschas@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Manuel Luschas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Manuel Luschas
1471 Flamingo Way
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-3405





Mar Vial 
<mardevial@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mar 
Vial

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mar Vial
10543 51st Ter N
St Petersburg, FL 33708-3307





Mara Constantine 
<mara.constantine@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mara 
Constantine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mara Constantine



Mara Johnson 
<mej1us@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mara 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mara Johnson
2624 35th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55406-1740





marc alper 
<spider-light@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to marc 
alper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. marc alper
721 Julie Ln
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150-3806





Marc Beschler 
<hfarmer@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Marc 
Beschler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Beschler
5 E 51st St Apt 4a
New York, NY 10022-5912





Marc Draper 
<marcdraper@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Marc 
Draper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Draper
2589 E 3020 S
Millcreek, UT 84109-2539





Marc Laverdiere 
<melaverdiere@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Marc 
Laverdiere

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Laverdiere
28 Wethersfield Rd
Bellingham, MA 02019-1039





Marc Maloney 
<maloney_marc@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Marc 
Maloney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres in 14
states, more than 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and
may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened,
and candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several,
more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Maloney
6824 Woodlock Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-6318





Marc Schoenberg 
<mschoenberg@twmi.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Marc 
Schoenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Schoenberg
21761 S Brandon St
Farmington Hills, MI 48336-6001





Marcella Young 
<mosmamaw@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marcella Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marcella Young
823 W Division St
Springfield, MO 65803-1735





Marcelo Ferreyra 
<marcelo83alejandro@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marcelo Ferreyra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marcelo Ferreyra
6600 Cypress Rd Apt 407
Plantation, FL 33317-3079





Marci Chapon 
<marci@shiningstarpoe
ms.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Marci 
Chapon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marci Chapon
1460 Taylor st
San Francisco, CA 94133-4707





Marci Yellin 
<marci_is_yelling@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Marci 
Yellin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. The plan needs to be partitioned into
several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marci Yellin
104 Bennington St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5528



Marcia Coling 
<mcoling@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Coling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marcia Coling
1823 N Stafford St
Arlington, VA 22207-3113





Marcia Corbin 
<mcorbin@sopris.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Corbin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Corbin
PO Box 9312
Aspen, CO 81612-9312





"Marcia C. Hackett" 
<mchackett4464@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
"Marcia C. Hackett"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia C. Hackett
485 E 1st St
Tustin, CA 92780-3311





Marcia Ehrlich 
<marcianan@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Ehrlich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marcia Ehrlich
806 Shrader St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2724





Marcia Flannery 
<marciaflannery@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Flannery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Flannery
363 40th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2608





Marcia Gordon 
<ma4rc3ia@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Gordon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Gordon
3008 Valley Dr
West Chester, PA 19382-6346





Marcia Hartshorn 
<marciamljh@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Hartshorn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marcia Hartshorn
2077 Elizabeth Pl
Port Townsend, WA 98368-7303





Marcia Hobart 
<julianscat@clear.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Hobart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Hobart
2030 Elm St
Forest Grove, OR 97116-1773





Marcia Jones 
<mmjones123@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marcia Jones
1182 Terracina Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-5402





Marcia Mueller 
<mmueller@webmedx.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Mueller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

For certain, 50 years is too long. If granted at all, the time should
be much shorter and there should be no loopholes.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Mueller
2811 S Fiske St Apt 37



Spokane, WA 99223-4834



Marcia Robinson 
<marrobin36@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Robinson
3 Peter Cooper Rd
Apt 11h
New York, NY 10010-6632





Marcia Rock 
<marciakrn@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Rock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Rock
4207 Kinsey Rd
Englewood, OH 45322-2612





Marcia Severino 
<jmseverino@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Severino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marcia Severino
4929 N California Ave
Chicago, IL 60625-3625





Marcia Sherman 
<mcsherman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marcia Sherman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marcia Sherman
521 N La Cumbre Rd Apt 31
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1566





Marco Aguilera 
<marcoaguilera@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Marco 
Aguilera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marco Aguilera
2633 Ocean St
Carlsbad, CA 92008-2239





MARCO GETO 
<bloodcoral@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
MARCO GETO

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. MARCO GETO
788 Church St
Chester, VT 05143-9275





Marcy Klapper 
<marcy.klapper@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Marcy 
Klapper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Klapper
139 skiffs lane
west tisbury, MA 02575





Marella Troyer 
<witchycat1358@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Marella Troyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marella Troyer
5120 Rachel Ct
Murfreesboro, TN 37129-3064





Margaret Ann Ledger 
<peggyl@ix.netcom.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Ann Ledger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Ann Ledger
528 E 79th St Apt 4d
New York, NY 10075-1510





Margaret Bowman 
<bbowmantx@suddenlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Bowman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Bowman
171 Great Frontier Dr
Georgetown, TX 78633-4595





Margaret Conti 
<lmconti@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Conti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Conti
PO Box 321
Dryden, MI 48428-0321





Margaret Corazzi 
<anncor@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Corazzi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Corazzi
4115 Knightway Dr
Fort Wayne, IN 46815-5031





Margaret Crayton 
<margaretrc@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Crayton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Crayton
659 58th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1444





"Margaret C. McHugh" 
<mcmchugh60@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
"Margaret C. McHugh"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret C. McHugh
31 Sagamore Trl
Sparta, NJ 07871-1511





"Margaret C. Smith" 
<qataluna@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Margaret C. Smith"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret C. Smith
54 Fall Branch Ln
Murphy, NC 28906-6854





Margaret dePasquale 
<depasq@megalink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret dePasquale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret dePasquale
1181 Patch Mt Rd
Greenwood, ME 04255-4310





Margaret Dyer 
<margaretellendyer@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Dyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Dyer
1085 Warren Rd Apt 6
Ithaca, NY 14850-9738





Margaret Fusari 
<maggiefusari@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Fusari

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register deep concern regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

It is critical the the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)
thoroughly cover all the the species and ecological units involved in
the project.  It cannot be a general, superficial attempt to avoid
appropriate mitigation and other actions that can be identified as
critical under the Endangered Species Act.

Fifty years is too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now.  Each impacted species must be continuously monitored
and the "take" reevaluated on a regular basis. The time frame
for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years along with careful,
scientific evaluation to determine additional actions and mitigation
required to protect the species and their habitats..

This HCP will be used as precedent for other large-scale energy
infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of geographic
and temporal scope and for that reason it must be done to the highest
of standards.

There is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk and therefore it must be done
properly and according to the law.

Please do you job to properly and lawfully protect our nation's listed
species and their habitats and avoid risks that would interfere with
appropriate delisting or add more species to the existing list.

Sincerely,

Dr. Margaret Fusari
2510 N Shannon Rd
Tucson, AZ 85745-1024



Margaret Goodwin 
<margaretmg1942@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Goodwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Goodwin
141 S 17th St Unit 35
Independence, OR 97351-9767





Margaret Hendrix 
<astoriagail@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Hendrix

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Hendrix
803 Glasgow Ave
Astoria, OR 97103-5840





Margaret Lily Stinstrom  
<astinstrom@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Lily Stinstrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Lily Stinstrom
PO Box 61032
Irvine, CA 92602-6034





margaret lohr 
<sweepyzero@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
margaret lohr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. margaret lohr
17542 E 98th Way
Commerce City, CO 80022-7162





Margaret McMillen 
<pajmamcm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret McMillen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret McMillen
101 Blacklake
Williamsburg, VA 23188-9218





Margaret Meachem 
<marmeach@sover.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Meachem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Margaret Meachem
99 Bond Lane
Dorset, VT 05251-0491





"Margaret M. and David 
A. Markham" 
<markham.dp@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
"Margaret M. and David 
A. Markham"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret M. and David A. Markham
8281 Tim Tam Trl
Evergreen, CO 80439-6339





Margaret Newhart 
<margaret@magnewhar
t.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Newhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Newhart
3437 Dutchman Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610-4389





Margaret Phelps 
<margaretphelps@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Phelps

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Phelps
1617 S Beverly Glen Blvd Apt 201
Los Angeles, CA 90024-6183





Margaret Roebuck 
<johnmar15@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Roebuck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

You cannot allow nisource to overrun threatened and endangered species
with a pipeline.  Don't cave in!

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Margaret Roebuck
44250 Galway Dr



Northville, MI 48167-3703



Margaret Rothschild  
<margaretartnsoul@ms
n.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Rothschild

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Rothschild
27750 94th Ave SW
Vashon, WA 98070-8608





Margaret Sellers 
<selldev@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Sellers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

This plan is too big and the possible adverse effects to great to go on
as proposed.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Sellers
PO Box 802
North Grosvenordale, CT 06255-0802





Margaret Simpson 
<vegangirl2@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Simpson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Simpson
380 Lancaster St
Boca Raton, FL 33487-4016





margaret spak 
<pegspak@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
margaret spak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. margaret spak
381 Santa Margarita Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-2739





margaret tan 
<margaretlengtan@eart
hlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
margaret tan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. margaret tan
504 12th St
Brooklyn, NY 11215-5205





Margaret Truman 
<metruman@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Truman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Truman
623 Northcliffe Dr
Rockville, MD 20850-3025





Margaret Wilbur 
<mwlbr@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Margaret Wilbur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Wilbur
45 West Rd Apt 1e
Orleans, MA 02653-3242





Margaux Caffa 
<mcaffa80@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Margaux Caffa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaux Caffa
11421 N Parkview Dr
Mequon, WI 53092-1927





Margaux Stack-Babich 
<stack.babich@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Margaux Stack-Babich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaux Stack-Babich
438 Tilden Rd
Scituate, MA 02066-2152





Marge Maloney 
<irish19476@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Marge 
Maloney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marge Maloney
284 Main St
Tonawanda, NY 14150-3312





Marge Spittle 
<marguerite_spittle@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Marge 
Spittle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marge Spittle
213 Whitekirk Dr
Wilmington, DE 19808-1350





Marge Tucker 
<msbajatuc@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Marge 
Tucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marge Tucker
194 E Renette Ave
El Cajon, CA 92020-6212





Margery Coffey 
<margerycoffey@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Margery Coffey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Margery Coffey
205 S Farley Ave
Rosalie, NE 68055-4013





Margery Race 
<mraceop@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Margery Race

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margery Race
6008 Club Ter
Austin, TX 78741-3302





Margie Blake 
<earthy_wolf@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Margie Blake

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margie Blake
6504 Los Altos Way
Tampa, FL 33634-6249





Margie Milroy 
<margiemilroy@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Margie Milroy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margie Milroy

Apple Valley, CA





Margo Wolfson 
<biomusicmm@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Margo 
Wolfson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margo Wolfson
112 Robertsville Rd
Manalapan, NJ 07726-2850





margot bialon 
<margot@gmx.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
margot bialon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. margot bialon
PO Box 534
Palo Alto, CA 94302-0534





Margot Unkel 
<mbunkel@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Margot Unkel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We must stop killing everything on the planet  -  we are only a few
short steps away from making our planet uninhabitable for ALL creatures
- including humans.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Margot Unkel



NY 13323



marguerite slobodian 
<magiceyecoffee@bells
outh.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
marguerite slobodian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. marguerite slobodian
9218 Magnolia Ct
Davie, FL 33328-6729





Marguerite Wickman 
<marguerite.wickman@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marguerite Wickman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marguerite Wickman
2320 W Saint Paul Ave
Chicago, IL 60647-5625





Margy Ohring 
<mcat19@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Margy 
Ohring

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margy Ohring
35454 Cherry Grove Ln
Round Hill, VA 20141-2332





Mari Heart 
<mariheart@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mari 
Heart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mari Heart
1637 28th St
Boulder, CO 80301-1001





Maria Aitken 
<pura_vida0216@bellso
uth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Aitken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Aitken
11061 Nutmeg Dr
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33418-3540





Maria Clair-Howard 
<mchrealtor@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Clair-Howard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Clair-Howard
78 Red Mill Rd
Cortlandt Manor, NY 10567-1464





Maria DiFiore 
<mariaki57@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Maria 
DiFiore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria DiFiore
306 Castle Pine Dr
Papillion, NE 68133-3346





Maria Ferrara 
<ferraramary@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Ferrara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Ferrara
9975 SW 26th Ter
Miami, FL 33165-2655





Maria Fibiger 
<mfbiz@twcny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Fibiger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Fibiger
334 Drive 37
North Bay, NY 13123





Maria Henderson 
<ladyhawk1243@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Henderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Don't approve it at all!!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Henderson
19070 SE 70th Ln
Morriston, FL 32668-5312





Maria Kydonieus 
<third_instar@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Kydonieus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Kydonieus
4214 E 17th St
Oakland, CA 94601-4513





Maria Millar 
<mkmillar@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Millar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Millar
PO Box 231571
New York, NY 10023-0027





Maria Priszner 
<mprisz@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Priszner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Priszner
9805 1st Ave SE
Everett, WA 98208-2717





Maria Sune Lopez 
<cmsp@crepemaker.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Sune Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Sune Lopez
18402 SW 87th Pl
Cutler Bay, FL 33157-7269





Maria Trevizo 
<cedarcircle@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Maria 
Trevizo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Because the oil and petrol industry has all the  lobbyist that  money
can buy to water down Federal regulations that safe guard our
environment.  I am writing to register several concerns and requests
regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Trevizo
PO Box 11458
Olympia, WA 98508-1458





MariaElena Raymond 
<westwomanonthecoast
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
MariaElena Raymond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MariaElena Raymond
109 5th Ave
Brunswick, MD 21716-1610





Mariah Carroll 
<mariahcarroll101@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Mariah Carroll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mariah Carroll
PO Box 285
Marlboro, NY 12542-0285





Mariam Shah-Rais 
<yatrika@shivaloka.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mariam Shah-Rais

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mariam Shah-Rais
1219 1/2 S Alfred St
Los Angeles, CA 90035-2572





Marian Alicea 
<yosoymarian@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marian Alicea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Alicea
329106 Ga Tech Station
Atlanta, GA 30332-0001





Marian Hiner 
<ma3monkey@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marian Hiner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Hiner
325 Hill Top Cir
Stanley, VA 22851-4133





Marian Rose 
<marianr451@optonline.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marian Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marian Rose
9 Old Corner Rd
Bedford, NY 10506-1611





marian trupiano 
<trupi60@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
marian trupiano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. marian trupiano
175 E 4th St
Brooklyn, NY 11218-1708





Mariana Muniz 
<muniz.mariana15@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Mariana Muniz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mariana Muniz
Reparto Ana Luisa e7
calle Ana Maria
Cayey, PR 00736





Mariandl Newbold 
<miminew236@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mariandl Newbold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mariandl Newbold
433 Elm Ave
Hershey, PA 17033-1752





Mariann Regan 
<miranda@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Mariann Regan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mariann Regan
1938 Mill Plain Rd
Fairfield, CT 06824-3026





Marianne Amann 
<amannm@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne Amann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne Amann
39450 N Gudrun Ave
Ingleside, IL 60041-9509





Marianne Cox 
<dutchabbey@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne Cox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne Cox
212 Grand River Ave
Painesville, OH 44077-3830





Marianne Flanagan 
<marianneflanagan@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne Flanagan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne Flanagan
1714 E Forest Ave
Des Plaines, IL 60018-1642





Marianne McDermot 
<marimcd@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne McDermot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne McDermot
3308 Brandy Ct
Falls Church, VA 22042-3757





Marianne Pena 
<marianne_pena2000@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne Pena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne Pena
13105 Dry Creek Rd
Auburn, CA 95602-8479





Marianne Taylor 
<jojosmom555@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marianne Taylor
1201 E St Maries Ave
Coeur D Alene, ID 83814-4356





Marianne Verhagen 
<bmgbtv@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marianne Verhagen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marianne Verhagen
12030 NW 15th Ct
Pembroke Pines, FL 33026-2598





Maribeth Henderickson 
<mbhpreicon@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maribeth Henderickson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Maribeth Henderickson
250 W El Camino Real
Apt 1414
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1374





Marick Payton 
<marickpayton@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marick Payton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marick Payton
618 Juniper St
T OR C, NM 87901-1642





Marie-Ann Thaler 
<marieann.thaler@pepp
erdine.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marie-Ann Thaler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie-Ann Thaler
839 Sussex Cir
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5245





Marie Collins 
<rimroses@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

YOUR AGENCY NEEDS TO DO THE RIGHT THING HERE FOR ALL OF US & THE
PLANET WE LIVE ON.  I AM SICK AND TIRED OF DISREGARD FOR THE ANIMAL,
PLANTS, AND THE PEOPLE AND THE FAVORITISM OF CORPORATE INTERESTS!!

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Collins
PO Box 4540



Crestline, CA 92325-4540



Marie DAnna 
<madanna102@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Marie 
DAnna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie DAnna
516 Russell Ave
Ridgefield, NJ 07657-2111





Marie Der Vartanian 
<liesypma@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Der Vartanian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie Der Vartanian
545 Riverhill Dr
Athens, GA 30606-4045





Marie Dickenson 
<derekd64@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Dickenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie Dickenson
2080 Lillaston Ln
Hayes, VA 23072-3704





Marie Herring 
<marieherring@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Herring

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Herring
2608 Night Jasmine Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93065-1523





Marie Michl 
<loveapeke@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Michl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Michl
108 Whispering Pine Dr
Rocky Mount, NC 27804-6332





Marie Napolitano 
<dunk301@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Napolitano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Napolitano
290 Manhattan Ave
Hawthorne, NY 10532-1908





Marie Perkins 
<mtp51053@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Perkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Perkins
250 S Maple Ave
# 7
Oak Park, IL 60302-3008





Marie Santos 
<msantos1@nps.epals.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Santos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Santos
100 Niagara St
Newark, NJ 07105-3310





Marie Wakefield 
<wakefieldm_2000@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Marie 
Wakefield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Wakefield
3054 Highway 20
Newport, OR 97365-9519





Mariea Tountasakis 
<tountasakis@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Mariea Tountasakis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mariea Tountasakis
1110 Belmont Rd
Athens, GA 30605-4920





marietta hayes 
<mariettahayes@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
marietta hayes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. marietta hayes
5060 Gloria Ave
Encino, CA 91436-1529





Marijane Poulton 
<marijanep@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Marijane Poulton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marijane Poulton
PO Box 730
Lewiston, CA 96052-0730





Marilee Nagy 
<mmcnagy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Marilee Nagy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilee Nagy
1075 Brookhouse Ln
Gahanna, OH 43230-1975





Marilee Talman 
<mtalman@hvc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marilee Talman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilee Talman
1134 Mountain View Ct
Kingston, NY 12401-1020





Marilu Andre 
<mariluandre@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Marilu 
Andre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marilu Andre
812 Wealthy St SE Apt 2
Grand Rapids, MI 49506-1590





marilyn barry 
<mhbarry77@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
marilyn barry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. marilyn barry
709 unionville road
kennett square, PA 19348





Marilyn Brannon 
<validquest@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Brannon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Brannon
3100 Moseley Rd
Crossroads, TX 76227-8026





Marilyn Brown 
<mpb28105@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Brown
2901 Carding Pl
Matthews, NC 28105-7169





marilyn evenson 
<lowrider3111@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
marilyn evenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. marilyn evenson
16016 29th Avenue Ct E
Tacoma, WA 98445-7205





Marilyn Giorgio-Poole 
<mgiorgiopoole@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Giorgio-Poole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marilyn Giorgio-Poole
146 Hermitage Cir
Ligonier, PA 15658-2418





Marilyn Graham 
<me5graham@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Graham
12500 Edgewater Dr Apt 801
Lakewood, OH 44107-1675





Marilyn Green 
<mjag30@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Green
1261 Bryant Pl
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-6805





Marilyn Hirsch 
<hecm@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Hirsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Hirsch
1545 Passaic Pl
North Brunswick, NJ 08902-1418





Marilyn Klaiber 
<goofylupie@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Klaiber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Klaiber
72 Algonquin Rd
Clifton Park, NY 12065-7702





Marilyn Koff 
<tapdancinginlv@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Koff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Koff
4506 Turkey Ridge Ct
North Las Vegas, NV 89031-3414





Marilyn Lee 
<mblee1@una.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marilyn Lee
1613 Lamar St
Florence, AL 35630-2710





Marilyn Martin 
<marilynlmartin@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have a number of concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is too large. It
covers 9.8 million acres in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in
a mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed
endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs to be
divided into several more geographically and ecologically cohesive
units.

Second, 50 years is much too long for permits to "take"
endangered species.  Neither NiSource nor FWS knows what the impacts of
the pipeline or other threats to species may be decades from now. It is
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species half a century into the future when no one knows what the
status of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or numerous other factors. In addition, the
strategies proposed by NiSource and FWS to account for such changed and
unforeseen circumstances are inadequate. The HCP timeframe should be
reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is new, and if it goes forward, needs to be done
correctly. This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy
infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of geographic
and temporal scope. If this plan is approved with inadequate analysis
and protective measures for species, other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

In summary, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too
big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to
be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Martin

Rockville, MD 20852





Marilyn Mick 
<causes-for@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Mick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Mick
6319 Antares Park
San Antonio, TX 78239-1634





Marilyn Oliva 
<marilyn@mpowerphilos
ophy.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Oliva

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Oliva
1910 NE 41st St
Oakland Park, FL 33308-5536





Marilyn Phillips 
<marilyn.phillips@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Phillips
632 Phil Ct
Cupertino, CA 95014-4654





Marilyn Ralph 
<035peace@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Ralph

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Ralph
10800 Comanche Rd NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111-3964





Marilyn Rietzel 
<lyn711@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Rietzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Rietzel
4850 Denny Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4735





Marilyn Sabia 
<marilynsabia@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Sabia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Sabia
2362 64th St
Brooklyn, NY 11204-3324





Marilyn Thornbery 
<maretila@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Thornbery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Thornbery
27686 E Broadview Dr
Kiowa, CO 80117-8832





Marilyn Tracy 
<drthunder577@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Tracy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Tracy
577 Dexter St
Salt Lake City, UT 84116-2723





Marilyn van Oppen 
<jmvo12@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn van Oppen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn van Oppen
23648 Susana Ave
Torrance, CA 90505-5434





Marilyn Watson 
<marjon44@whidbey.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marilyn Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Watson
7910 San Juan Ave
Clinton, WA 98236-9214





Marina Barry 
<mbs789@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marina Barry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marina Barry
250 Cabrini Blvd Apt 9f
New York, NY 10033-1163





Mario Maraldo 
<m9131154@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mario 
Maraldo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mario Maraldo
25999 Ballard St
Harrison Twp, MI 48045-2403





Marion Hotchkiss 
<lillikoi8@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marion Hotchkiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marion Hotchkiss
44-275 Mikiola Dr
Kaneohe, HI 96744-2442





Marion Lukasik 
<lhasamary@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marion Lukasik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marion Lukasik
315 Ovington Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11209-1450





Marion Pointer 
<dolkings@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marion Pointer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marion Pointer
112 Callender Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76108-4164





Marion Wesoski 
<marion142@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Marion Wesoski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marion Wesoski
115 Spencer Dr
Middletown, CT 06457-3538





Marirose Rehagen 
<mrehagen@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marirose Rehagen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marirose Rehagen
2093 Michaywe Dr
Gaylord, MI 49735-8781





Marisa Benedict 
<marisa@704one.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marisa Benedict

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marisa Benedict
Ocean Street
Carlsbad, CA 92008





Marisa D'Souza 
<marisa@gene.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marisa D'Souza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marisa D'Souza
33791 Sinsbury Way
Union City, CA 94587-3256





Marisa Landsberg 
<marisalandsberg@veri
zon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marisa Landsberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marisa Landsberg
717 26th St
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-2301





Marissa Moritz 
<mj7420@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marissa Moritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marissa Moritz
11428 Grovedale Dr
Whittier, CA 90604-3523





Marissa Weber 
<marissa_w@rocketmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Marissa Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Marissa Weber
19 Dogwood Ln
Hazlet, NJ 07730-1445





Marji Mendelsohn 
<mgm507@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Marji 
Mendelsohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marji Mendelsohn
349 Compton Hills Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45215-4118





marjorie bevis 
<marjorie@marbledfabri
cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
marjorie bevis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. marjorie bevis
1401 Oakwood Dr
Oakland, OR 97462-9840





Marjorie Bierbrauer 
<mbierbrauer@centuryt
el.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Marjorie Bierbrauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Bierbrauer
160 Preston Dr
Platteville, WI 53818-3019





Marjorie Kundiger 
<marji5@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marjorie Kundiger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Kundiger
62418 Axel Rd
Saint Helens, OR 97051-9036





Marjorie Miller 
<tudorgirl19@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marjorie Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Miller
1910 Rockside Ln
Snellville, GA 30078-6418





Marjorie Streeter 
<streetmm@mindspring.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Marjorie Streeter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Streeter
2320 Emerald Heights Ct
Reston, VA 20191-1745





Mark Andre 
<marka@greyrock.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Andre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Andre
2220 Sun Rose Way
Fort Collins, CO 80521-1364





Mark Barkan 
<mbarkan4@nyc.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Barkan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Barkan
13915 83rd Ave
Briarwood, NY 11435-1561





Mark Bousquet 
<mbousquet@alum.rpi.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Bousquet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Bousquet
1301 S Scott St Apt 816
Arlington, VA 22204-6220





MARK BROTTER 
<bromark222@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
MARK BROTTER

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. MARK BROTTER
179 E Broadway
New York, NY 10002-5556





Mark Caskey 
<mecaskey1@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Caskey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Caskey
4499 Angel Ave
Memphis, TN 38122-1702





Mark Chiu 
<markchiu@mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Chiu

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Chiu
6632 Marilyn Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92647-4365





Mark Cimino 
<maestro71@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Cimino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mark Cimino
38 Park Cir W
New Hyde Park, NY 11040-3524





Mark Detar 
<ratedm@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Detar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Detar
17604 Klamath Falls Dr
Round Rock, TX 78681-3521





Mark Donaldson 
<azathoth-x@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Donaldson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Donaldson
1548 Croftwood Dr
Melbourne, FL 32935-5516





Mark Duff 
<duffmg@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Duff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Duff
7936 Saint George Ct
Springfield, VA 22153-2742





Mark Elman 
<mbelman@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Elman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Elman
45 4th St
Park Ridge, NJ 07656-1902





Mark Galbraith 
<mjgalbraith@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Galbraith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Galbraith
5085 Tisdale Way
San Jose, CA 95130-2243





Mark Grzegorzewski  
<esrucdesrever@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Grzegorzewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Grzegorzewski
6465 142nd Ave N
Clearwater, FL 33760-2761





Mark Hartsell 
<mrhartsell@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Hartsell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Hartsell
10445 Britton Hill Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89129-4530





Mark Heald 
<mheald@frontiernet.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Heald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Heald
PO Box 284
Pleasant Hill, TN 38578-0284





Mark Hehir 
<incubus442442@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Hehir

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Hehir
179 E Henrietta Rd
Rochester, NY 14620-4224





Mark Hiss 
<markhiss@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Hiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Hiss
1942 McAllister St
San Francisco, CA 94115-4323





Mark Jacobs 
<mjacobs@metrocast.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Jacobs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Jacobs
133 Back Rd
Shapleigh, ME 04076-4236





Mark Johnson 
<ninmar@mindspring.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Johnson
141 E 3rd St
New York, NY 10009-7302





Mark Kouniotis 
<mrkknts@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Kouniotis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Kouniotis
60 Florence R d.
Florence, MA 01062





Mark Lamport 
<mark_lamport@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Lamport

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Lamport
3964 Frances Slocum Trl
Marion, IN 46952-9204





Mark Laustrup 
<mlaustrup@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Laustrup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Laustrup
15244 W Circle Rd
Hayward, WI 54843-2583





Mark Lowenthal 
<mslowenthal@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Lowenthal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Lowenthal
17 Claremont Dr
Maplewood, NJ 07040-2119





Mark Lungo 
<mark@lungo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Lungo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Lungo
4522 Archmere Ave
Cleveland, OH 44109-5216





Mark Maisonneuve 
<mmais@thedonovanoff
ices.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Maisonneuve

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Maisonneuve
1956 E Orange Grove Blvd
Pasadena, CA 91104-4801





Mark Marino 
<marinoman777@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Marino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Marino
2311 W 16th Ave Lot 132
Spokane, WA 99224-4470





Mark Minton 
<mminton@illinoisalumn
i.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Minton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Minton
8758 Frog Hollow Rd
Linville, VA 22834-2607





Mark Newmaker 
<jnewmaker@perkinscoi
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Newmaker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Newmaker
1830 S Harlan Cir
Lakewood, CO 80232-7089





Mark Parr 
<parrmt@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Parr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Parr
199 Silver Fox Ct
Loveland, OH 45140-5401





Mark Parsley 
<airbornesept@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Parsley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Parsley
27750 Jug Run Rd
Frazeysburg, OH 43822-9413





Mark Patton 
<mp112849@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Patton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Patton
108 Cooney Rd
Pomfret Center, CT 06259-2232





Mark Peltan 
<dancerman87@wowwa
y.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Peltan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Peltan
23334 Lakewood St
Clinton Township, MI 48035-4346





mark porter 
<mdouglasp61@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to mark 
porter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. mark porter
5011 Lahoma St
Dallas, TX 75235-8819





Mark Reback 
<mark@consumerwatch
dog.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Reback

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Reback
1606 N Avenue 55
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1107





Mark Redmond 
<marcredmond@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Redmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Redmond
1605 E Olive St Unit 206
Seattle, WA 98122-2789





Mark Robertson 
<markrbrtsn@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Robertson
PO Box 1937
Red Lodge, MT 59068-1937





Mark Rudningen 
<insureu2@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Rudningen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Rudningen
6500 Creekmont Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-1840





Mark Simpson 
<bravoshark44@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Simpson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Simpson
1313 W Cota St
Shelton, WA 98584-3811





Mark Soenksen 
<moonshadow_studios
@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Soenksen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Soenksen
2503 340th Ave
De Witt, IA 52742-9408





Mark Sokol 
<sokol@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Sokol

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Sokol
1892 Pleasant Hill Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4944





Mark Solvang 
<marksolvang291@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Solvang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Solvang
57 Toni Dr
Englewood Cliffs, NJ 07632-1743





Mark Stevens 
<mstevens@pdxci.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Stevens
11580 SW 67th Ave
Tigard, OR 97223-8695





Mark Sweeney 
<whodeytink@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Sweeney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Sweeney
4005 Gray Rock Dr
Ellicott City, MD 21042-3794





Mark Swoiskin 
<mark.swoiskin@ucsf.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Swoiskin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Swoiskin
655 Redwood Hwy Frontage Rd Ste 255
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3025





Mark Trumbull 
<mtnsalto@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Trumbull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Trumbull
PO Box 7010
Boulder, CO 80306-7010





Mark Tullo 
<markt_38@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Tullo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Tullo
317 Sydney Ln
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2029





Mark Walsh 
<i8what@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Walsh
89 Euclid Ave
Troy, NY 12180-3117





Mark Weinberger 
<msweinberger@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Weinberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Weinberger
391 28th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-1867





Mark Wheeler 
<mark@rootsrealty.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Mark 
Wheeler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Wheeler
628 SE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97215-1826





Marla Hoff 
<duckysdreams@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Marla 
Hoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marla Hoff
1231 Gloria Way
Modesto, CA 95350-5616





Marla Meehl 
<marla@ucar.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Marla 
Meehl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marla Meehl
390 Overlook Dr
Boulder, CO 80305-5258





Marla Wade 
<mwade2@indy.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Marla 
Wade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marla Wade
2467 S Pennsylvania St
Indianapolis, IN 46225-2092





marla west 
<marly2054@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to marla 
west

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. marla west
PO Box 1743
Corrales, NM 87048-1743





Marlena Calvin 
<dazzle_me133@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marlena Calvin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Marlena Calvin
847 S Greenwood Ave Apt 18
Montebello, CA 90640-9400





Marlene Ambroziak 
<ambroziakc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Marlene Ambroziak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Ambroziak
634 Belmont St
Coatesville, PA 19320-3609





Marlene Fisher 
<marlenefisher2@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marlene Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Fisher
550 N Orlando Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90048-2564





Marlene Holliday 
<hollimar@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Marlene Holliday

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Holliday
1901 Krekel Pl
Saint Charles, MO 63301-4703





Marlene Miller 
<marlenes_mail@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marlene Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Miller
PO Box 4017
Butte, MT 59702-4017





Marley Kinkead 
<marleykinkead@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marley Kinkead

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Marley Kinkead
12121 Gatewater Dr
Potomac, MD 20854-2873





Marlin Johnson 
<mervviscious1@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Marlin 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marlin Johnson
521 1st St
Maxwell, IA 50161-2003





Marnie McDorman 
<marnie@eduphoria.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marnie McDorman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marnie McDorman
68 Seis Lagos Trl
Wylie, TX 75098-8241





Marnie Tattersall  
<marnie4kpfa@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marnie Tattersall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marnie Tattersall
48 Issaquah Dock
Sausalito, CA 94965-1324





Marrisha Abbot 
<marrishaa@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marrisha Abbot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marrisha Abbot
1112 Pilger Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9564





Marsha Cole 
<marshaleecole@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marsha Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Cole
5924 Merriewood Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2034





Marsha Lowry 
<ms.marsha-v-l@pacbel
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marsha Lowry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Lowry
1070 Mitchell Way
El Sobrante, CA 94803-1023





Marsha Malone 
<marshamello9@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marsha Malone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Malone
13228 Roswell Ave
Chino, CA 91710-4770





Marsha Penner 
<marsha@photon.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marsha Penner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

The oil and gas industry has already written itself loopholes into the
Safe Drinking Water Act, the Clean Air Act and many other laws. Now
they're gunning for the Endangered Species Act. There's been a lot of
oil and gas industry over-reaching in recent years, but this latest
demand is simply intollerable.  To cave in to their demands is to
permit the destruction of our lands and our animals and their homes.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Please deny NiSource a permit that would allow them to hurt and kill



endangered species anywhere along a mile-wide, 15,000-mile-long
pipeline corridor.

Thank you for considering my concerns.

Sincerely,

Marsha Penner
4532 Jutland Pl
San Diego, CA 92117-3648



Marsha Pronin 
<marshapronin@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marsha Pronin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marsha Pronin
2675 S Parkview Dr
Hallandale Beach, FL 33009-2922





Marsha Sheiness 
<msheiness@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marsha Sheiness

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Sheiness
315 W 19th St Apt 53
New York, NY 10011-3956





Marshall Deutsch 
<med41@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marshall Deutsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marshall Deutsch
41 Concord Rd
Sudbury, MA 01776-2328





Marta Chase 
<chasemarta@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Marta 
Chase

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marta Chase
112 Rhododendron Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-8300





Marta cramer 
<annysgranny@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Marta 
cramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marta cramer
1210 Princeton Ave
Billings, MT 59102-1717





Marta Hidegkuti 
<martahideg@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Marta 
Hidegkuti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marta Hidegkuti
822 W Cuyler Ave Apt 234
Chicago, IL 60613-3283





Martha Abell 
<marticat.martha@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Abell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Why do we have to sacrifice our quality of life, and that of wildlife,
for corporate greed.  There has to be a better way!

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Abell
390 Pleasant St



Rome, PA 18837-8424



Martha Bullock 
<marthasbullock@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Bullock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Martha Bullock
30 Park St Apt 1
Brookline, MA 02446-6257





Martha Carrasco 
<manchibulin@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Carrasco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Carrasco
2014 Meridian Ave Apt G
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4291





Martha Carter 
<mija2scott@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Carter
3920 Glen Ridge Dr
Chino Hills, CA 91709-2939





Martha Chambers 
<mldchambers@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Chambers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Chambers
3112 Tanglewood Trl
Fort Worth, TX 76109-2012





Martha Dorrill  
<dorrill@kinex.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Dorrill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Dorrill
1007 Fayette St
Farmville, VA 23901-2029





Martha Gifford 
<mgifford1@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Gifford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Gifford
187 Hicks St
Apt 3a
Brooklyn, NY 11201-2341





Martha Herzog 
<mcherzog1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Herzog

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Herzog
4019 Phinney Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-7732





Martha Holland 
<marthaholland@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Holland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Holland

OK





Martha Leahy 
<martha638@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Leahy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Leahy
39 Lockeland Rd
Winchester, MA 01890-3341





Martha Mattes 
<m2violin@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Mattes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Mattes
5305 E 30th Pl
Tulsa, OK 74114-6313





Martha Moravek 
<zmoravek@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Moravek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Moravek
2502 Droxford Dr
Houston, TX 77008-3017





Martha Perez 
<marthaoperez@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Perez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Perez
920 NW Kearney St Apt 110
Portland, OR 97209-3435





Martha Perlmutter  
<mdp225@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Perlmutter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Perlmutter
119 Bellows Ln
New City, NY 10956-2440





Martha Scott 
<zakiyyams@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Martha Scott
13 Tiburon Ct
Annapolis, MD 21403-1527





Martha Sheriger 
<sheriger@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Sheriger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Sheriger
14 June Ct
Fairfax, CA 94930-1350





Martha Stampfer 
<mrstampfer@lbl.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Stampfer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Martha Stampfer
7290 Sayre Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-1433





Martha Walker 
<marthalorin@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Martha Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Walker
144 Sawkill Ave
Milford, PA 18337-1111





Martha White 
<scribe773@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Martha White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha White
3950 N Lake Shore Dr Apt 1203
Chicago, IL 60613-3436





Marthe Reed 
<mreed@louisiana.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marthe Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marthe Reed
133 Teche Dr
Lafayette, LA 70503-2537





Marti Cooksey 
<martiandogstars@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Marti 
Cooksey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marti Cooksey
399 Hilltop Cir
Colorado Springs, CO 80905-7337





Marti Sayre 
<wait4marti@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Marti 
Sayre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marti Sayre
4527 McFarland Rd
South Euclid, OH 44121-3409





Martin Fox 
<mjfox2004@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Martin 
Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Martin Fox
PO Box 398
Ronald, WA 98940-0398





Martin Groff 
<mbgroff@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Martin 
Groff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Martin Groff
455 Ocean View Ave
Encinitas, CA 92024-2627





Martin Horwitz 
<martin7ahorwitz@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Martin 
Horwitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Extinct is forever. Conservation, not extraction!

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Horwitz
1326 23rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1608





Martin Schwartz 
<martin.schwartz@cox.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Martin 
Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Schwartz
3827 NE 17th Street Cir
Ocala, FL 34470-4938





Martin Sobel 
<eaa180@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Martin 
Sobel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Sobel
7040 Treymore Ct
Sarasota, FL 34243-5500





Marty Schumacher 
<martha.sews@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Marty 
Schumacher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marty Schumacher
205 Harrison Ave
Waukesha, WI 53186-6127





Marva Ann Johnson 
<kayakers7@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Marva 
Ann Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marva Ann Johnson
7321 Vineyard Ave
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-1244





marvin brickner 
<tomar27313@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
marvin brickner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. marvin brickner
2b Truro Dr
Monroe Twp, NJ 08831-4909





Marvin Groveau 
<mgtheoddone@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marvin Groveau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marvin Groveau
837 W Heritage Dr
Addison, IL 60101-3165





Marvin Ling 
<lingmarvin@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marvin Ling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Marvin Ling
8 Landon Ter
Schenectady, NY 12308-3106





Mary-Margaret 
O'Connell 
<mmoc@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mary-Margaret 
O'Connell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary-Margaret O'Connell
2841 Friendly Grove Rd NE
Olympia, WA 98506-2932





Mary Able 
<zzdogbob@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Able

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Able
535-000 Little Valley Rd
Mcarthur, CA 96056-7633





Mary Andreani 
<maryandreani@frontier
net.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Andreani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Andreani
7603 County Road 12
Naples, NY 14512-9109





Mary Angel 
<angel5m@aim.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Angel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Angel
15 Helen Ave
Plainview, NY 11803-5608





Mary Ann Armbruster  
<nokomis4u@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Armbruster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Ann Armbruster
PO Box 242
Green Valley, AZ 85622-0242





Mary Ann Bayne 
<mad2mab@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Bayne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ann Bayne
312 Main St
Worcester, NY 12197-1907





Mary Ann Freeman 
<madfree@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Freeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Ann Freeman
2124 E 1850th St
Coatsburg, IL 62325-2103





Mary Ann Kruse 
<maryann@junehog.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Kruse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Mary Ann Kruse
424 NW Federal St
Bend, OR 97701-3018





Mary Ann Oostdyk 
<mamabear52@optimu
m.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Oostdyk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ann Oostdyk
938 Timber Ridge Ct
Neptune, NJ 07753-3033





Mary Ann Roush 
<ayrs711@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Roush

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Ann Roush
705 W Loughlin Dr
Chandler, AZ 85225-2123





Mary Ann Toy 
<rabid30676@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ann Toy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ann Toy
19 Connemara Dr
Chichester, NH 03258-6041





Mary Bandor 
<lmbandor@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Bandor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Bandor
907 Fairview Ave
S Milwaukee, WI 53172-1719





Mary Barbara Walters  
<mbw417@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Barbara Walters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Barbara Walters
417 Reeds Lndg
Springfield, MA 01109-2059





Mary Bautista 
<mplbautista@nyc.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Bautista

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Bautista
622 W 138th St
New York, NY 10031-7830





Mary Bess 
<bess_94402@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Bess

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Bess
PO Box 1372
Boca Grande, FL 33921-1372





mary beth fitzpatrick  
<marybethfitzpatrick@s
uddenlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to mary 
beth fitzpatrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. mary beth fitzpatrick
4786 Patricia Dr
Eureka, CA 95503-6423





Mary Bowen 
<maryellen_bowen@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Bowen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Bowen
152 Fifth Rd
Summertown, TN 38483-8047





Mary Burek-Faber 
<ecowmn1@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Burek-Faber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Burek-Faber
205 S Burr Oak Ave
Oregon, WI 53575-1309



Mary Camele 
<m_e_camele@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Camele

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Camele
550 E Loveland Ave
Loveland, OH 45140-2930





Mary Christine Erikson  
<infowolf1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Christine Erikson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Christine Erikson
6139 Woodside Dr
Rocklin, CA 95677-3449





Mary Colleen Hamilton 
<mchamilton@appliede
arthworks.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Colleen Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Colleen Hamilton
3292 E Florida Ave
Hemet, CA 92544-4941





Mary Collins 
<mary@lunaticapparel.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Collins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Collins
920Chattooga Ridge Rd
Mt. Rest, SC 29664





Mary Cook 
<mraley56@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Cook
5100 Coe Ave Spc 152
Seaside, CA 93955-6840





Mary Cunningham 
<milismathair@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Cunningham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Cunningham
9251 Bayberry Ave
Manassas, VA 20110-4611





Mary Dallas 
<mnocoee1@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Dallas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Dallas
10522 5th Ave
Ocoee, FL 34761-3913





Mary Davis 
<melkdav@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Davis
901 Beech St
Bonham, TX 75418-3437





Mary De Vries 
<mdevries@cruzio.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
De Vries

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary De Vries
142 Oxford Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-6447





Mary Etta Moose 
<maryetta.moose12@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Etta Moose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Etta Moose
1962 Powell St
San Francisco, CA 94133-2323





"Mary E. Hicks" 
<maryehicks@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to "Mary 
E. Hicks"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary E. Hicks
PO Box 1535
857 Sonoma Ave. #18
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-1535





Mary Fox 
<marypfox@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Fox
728 Jonquil Ter
Deerfield, IL 60015-4247





Mary Fox 
<foxcreek1915@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Fox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Fox
216 Good St
Waynesburg, PA 15370-8314





Mary Frances Poh 
<mfpoh@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Frances Poh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Frances Poh
643 Windsor Dr
Benicia, CA 94510-3748





Mary Gibson Hatten 
<barry@rockisland.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Gibson Hatten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Gibson Hatten
405 Gibson Rd
Eastsound, WA 98245-8944





Mary Gohring 
<tmgohring@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Gohring

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Gohring
2
Cleveland, OH 44124-5318





Mary Goodman 
<mary@jtstrategy.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Goodman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Goodman
4945 16th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55417-1203





Mary Graham 
<mga-aia@ix.netcom.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. Prior to final review and approval, the plan needs
to be partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically
cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is unacceptable to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Further, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to
account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years maximum.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

Finally, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as proposed.  Please use wisdom and prudence and require a
revised plan.

Sincerely,
Mary D. Graham AIA Architect

Sincerely,



Ms. Mary Graham
6170 NW 32nd Ter
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33309-2214



Mary Hadcock 
<m.hadcock@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hadcock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Someone has got to be kidding.

If the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) were not from the gas
industry, no one would believe that it was a genuine proposal.

Are we incapable of learning anything from multiple horrendous
experiences with OIl and Gas company promises and lies?

How can anyone seriously entertain a single conservation plan that
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline,
in a mile-wide corridor, as does the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP)?

How can anyone seriously entertain a plan that may affect approximately
100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species, and
then asks leave TO KILL THEM OUTRIGHT FOR FIFTY YEARS? This request
does not pass the smell test.

After all we have been through with the oil and gas industry, WE SHOULD
KNOW ENOUGH TO MAKE THEM DO IT RIGHT OR NOT ALLOW THEM TO DO IT!!!

First of all, require them to break down the area into 25-mile chunks
(maximum) and evaluate each one on the merits of its topography,
geology, and habitat concerns.

Require payment up front for protections to the environment and the
endangered species that live on it, and make them IMPLEMENT these
precautions BEFORE they can proceed.

Did someone say "Jobs?" This project will devastate clean air
and water for thousands of miles. It won't matter if there are jobs if
people are too sick to take them. Why is this so hard to grasp?

No one who had any respect for this country or your agency's ability to
manage our resources would make a proposal like this one. If we agree
to it, we will prove that we are idiots and we will set ourselves up
for a disaster whose consequences may never end.

If you have any doubts, rerun the oil/gas industry TV ads that ran just
prior to the Gulf Oil disaster, telling us how safe and wonderful deep
water drilling was. They are running a new version right now. "New



technology is clean and safe..."

Don't let them put this one over on you!

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Hadcock
3 Fairview Ave
Bedford, MA 01730-1516



Mary Hartzler 
<mary@hartzler.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hartzler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Hartzler
1250 S Washington St
Alexandria, VA 22314-4411





Mary Harvey 
<tturtle1@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Harvey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Harvey
3032 NE 140th St
Seattle, WA 98125-3547





Mary Hawkins 
<me@czarina.tv>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Hawkins
315 East
New York, NY 10003-7246





Mary Hickey 
<maryhickey@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hickey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Hickey
208 W University St
Wooster, OH 44691-2865





Mary Hood 
<mushon@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Hood
7695 Cook Rd
Plain City, OH 43064-9300





Mary Hostrup 
<mhostrup@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hostrup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Hostrup
address gets exposed so I won't provide it.
Sunrise, FL 33351





Mary Huelster 
<marg163@embarqmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Huelster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Huelster
1203 Washington Cmn
Hillsborough, NJ 08844-4313





Mary Hughan Rojeski  
<jero.book@gte.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hughan Rojeski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan/DON'T DO THIS!!

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Hughan Rojeski
2603 3rd St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4128





Mary Hughes 
<maryhughes@marysor
rowshughes.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Hughes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Hughes
530 Atkins Ave
Shreveport, LA 71104-4448





Mary Jane Hasemeier  
<mjhasemeier@frontier.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Jane Hasemeier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Jane Hasemeier
138 7th Lake Rd
Inlet, NY 13360-1425





Mary Jane Welch 
<jane.johnnyjumpup@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Jane Welch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Jane Welch
145 - D Rankin St.
Rockland, ME 04841-2321





Mary Jo Brinker 
<naacmail@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Jo Brinker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Jo Brinker
161 Leonhardt Ln
Ellwood City, PA 16117-7759





Mary Jo Provenzano 
<maryjo.provenzano@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Jo Provenzano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Jo Provenzano
9704 Kingsbridge Dr Apt 2
Fairfax, VA 22031-1677





Mary Ledford 
<marmsed@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ledford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ledford
1017 W 5th St
Duluth, MN 55806-2332





Mary Lee 
<ks_tigger56@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Lee
409 Arkansas St
Lawrence, KS 66044-1338





Mary Lemire 
<justmarya@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Lemire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Lemire
213 Guinn Dr
Greeneville, TN 37743-9004





mary lenox 
<mary.j.lenox@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to mary 
lenox

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss mary lenox
3856 Henley Dr
Pittsburgh, PA 15235-5041





Mary Lou Brophy 
<brophymarylou@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Lou Brophy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Lou Brophy
7 Mary Scott Pl
Greensboro, NC 27410-9718





Mary Lou Maher 
<maher.marylou@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Lou Maher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Lou Maher
912 Stoney Ct
Antioch, CA 94509-6940





Mary Lou Zeeman 
<marylouzeeman@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Lou Zeeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Lou Zeeman
3 Oliveira Ln
Brunswick, ME 04011-2866





Mary Lyda 
<artisan7@frontiernet.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Lyda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Lyda
PO Box 1928
Cave Junction, OR 97523-1928





Mary Macgregor 
<mmmac4@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Macgregor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Macgregor
1121 Wythe St
Alexandria, VA 22314-1842





Mary Marchetti  
<mthudak@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Marchetti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Marchetti
1046 Old Gate Rd
Pittsburgh, PA 15235-2741





Mary Martin 
<sleephuntress@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Martin
11155 SW Hall Blvd
Portland, OR 97223-8464





Mary Miller 
<maremiller@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Miller
8411 Georgian Ct
Manassas, VA 20110-4566





Mary Murphy Arban 
<mary.maryemurphy@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Murphy Arban

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Murphy Arban
PO Box 749
Watkinsville, GA 30677-0017





Mary Ownby 
<mary@desert.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ownby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mary Ownby



Mary Prizler 
<maryprizler@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Prizler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Prizler
523 Dearborn St
Iowa City, IA 52240-6214





Mary Quade 
<maryq1979@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Quade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Quade
1078 Caroline St
Green Bay, WI 54303-1952





mary quaid 
<maryluquaid@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to mary 
quaid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. mary quaid
1005 Queens Ln
Glenview, IL 60025-1941





Mary Ridge 
<awntie@spiretech.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Ridge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ridge
4925 SW 56th Ave
Portland, OR 97221-1901





Mary Roloff 
<rolofflz@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Roloff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Roloff
369 Hickory Rd
Lake Zurich, IL 60047-2141



Mary Salomon 
<mjs888@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Salomon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Salomon
83 Skylark Dr
Ballston Spa, NY 12020-2653





Mary Shaughnessy 
<m-shaughnessy@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Shaughnessy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mary Shaughnessy
4940 East End Avenue
Chicago, IL 60615-3159





Mary Sherwood Brock 
<studiosherwood@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Sherwood Brock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Sherwood Brock
2415 Vado Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1447





Mary spears 
<mspears@knology.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
spears

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary spears
1817 Nixon Ave NE
Huntsville, AL 35811-2209





Mary Szekula 
<szekula@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Szekula

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Szekula
412 Mount Hope Rd
Wharton, NJ 07885-2814





Mary Thacher 
<mthacher@snet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Thacher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Thacher
54 Gold St
Stonington, CT 06378-1229





Mary Tody 
<mjtody@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Tody

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Tody
430 Higate Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28791-2228





Mary Trujillo 
<shakinghandswithgod
@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Trujillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Trujillo
411 N Atlantic Blvd
Alhambra, CA 91801-2228





mary tulloch 
<absoultemonarch@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to mary 
tulloch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. mary tulloch
14031 W Bruns Rd
Manhattan, IL 60442-9548





Mary Vafi 
<tonva@swbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Vafi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Vafi
1412 Gardenia Dr
Saint Louis, MO 63119-4633





Mary Wirpel 
<mary.wirpel@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Wirpel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Wirpel
5465 Zephyr St
Arvada, CO 80002-2499





Mary Wold 
<marywold7@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Wold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Wold
125 Brook Ln
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9385





Mary Workman 
<moonchild718@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Workman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Workman
1615 Moreno Ter
Deltona, FL 32725-7610





Mary Xakellis Chapman 
<the1ancientone@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Mary 
Xakellis Chapman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Xakellis Chapman
6 Ridge Rd Unit B
Greenbelt, MD 20770-2961





Maryam Shansab 
<shansab7@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maryam Shansab

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Maryam Shansab



Maryann Barnhart 
<queenemab7@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Maryann Barnhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maryann Barnhart
PO Box 1217
Gold Beach, OR 97444-1217





MaryAnn Gorka 
<mag1939@windstream
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
MaryAnn Gorka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MaryAnn Gorka
18119 Mule St
Cochranton, PA 16314-2145





MaryAnn Jackman 
<maryannj70@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
MaryAnn Jackman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MaryAnn Jackman
913 West Ave
Nashville, TN 37206-3348





Maryann Kirchenbauer 
<mkirchenbauer@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Maryann Kirchenbauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Please Do Not Approve NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I want to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) in its current form
is entirely too big and over-reaching. It covers 9.8 million acres, in
14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and
may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened,
and candidate species. The plan must be divided into several more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is much too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is irresponsible to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species 50 years  into the future when no
one knows what the status of those species may be with climate change,
disease, further habitat loss, or many  other factors. Further, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for changed
and unforeseen circumstances are inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP
should be reduced to 10 years at most.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it is implemented at all, it
should be done right. This HCP will set a precedent for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, in terms
of geographic and temporal scope. If this one is approved without
adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then other
corporations will be expect to follow suit.

There is too much at stake, and NiSource's request is too big and puts
too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved
as is.

Please do not approve the current NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.
Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maryann Kirchenbauer
17 Memorial Pl
Elmwood Park, NJ 07407-1358





maryann lopez 
<mlopezdc@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
maryann lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. maryann lopez
2006 Mermaid Ln
Houston, TX 77062-6106





Maryann Penner 
<maryannpenner@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Maryann Penner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Maryann Penner
1431 Homeview Dr
Louisville, KY 40215-2225





MaryAnna Foskett  
<maryanna@foskettco.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
MaryAnna Foskett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MaryAnna Foskett
101 Brantwood Rd
Arlington, MA 02476-8005





Marybeth Webster 
<mbethwebster@power
c.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Marybeth Webster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marybeth Webster
2916 E Loma Alta Dr
Douglas, AZ 85607-6059





MaryEllen Squazzo 
<cyrano87@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
MaryEllen Squazzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MaryEllen Squazzo
676 Marshall Rd Apt D
Hillsborough, NJ 08844-5300





MaryGrace Brown 
<gsplover2@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
MaryGrace Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. MaryGrace Brown
107 Mount Sinai Ave
Mount Sinai, NY 11766-2357





MaryK Martin Geyer  
<martinmaryk@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
MaryK Martin Geyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. MaryK Martin Geyer
49 Green St
Brookline, MA 02446-3341





Marykay Rodarte 
<marykayspage@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Marykay Rodarte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marykay Rodarte
PO Box 1355
Wildomar, CA 92595-1355





marylou schmidt 
<wolfisis1@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
marylou schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. marylou schmidt
1124 SW Medford Ave
Topeka, KS 66604-1535





Marylyn Stroup 
<grslnd@charter.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Marylyn Stroup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marylyn Stroup
2276 Branson Rd
Fitchburg, WI 53575-1938





Marylynn Grimes 
<marylynngrimes@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Marylynn Grimes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marylynn Grimes
459 Gifford Rd
Schenectady, NY 12304-3925





MarySusan Miller 
<mmiller@lasell.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
MarySusan Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MarySusan Miller
85a Seminary Ave Apt 148
Auburndale, MA 02466-2668





Mary` Glenn 
<laurel1126@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mary` 
Glenn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary` Glenn
1126 Laurel Ln
Naperville, IL 60540-7835





Matea Leon 
<regressionist@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Matea 
Leon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Matea Leon
953 Michaux Ct
Virginia Beach, VA 23464-3140





Matt Alexander 
<mda2119@columbia.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Matt 
Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Matt Alexander
549 E Birch Ct
Ontario, CA 91761-5416





Matt Cardin 
<mattjc98@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Matt 
Cardin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Cardin
140 wishing view drive
Webster, NY 14580





Matt Flynn 
<mattflynnzephyr@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Matt 
Flynn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Flynn
2809 Market St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1924





Matt Hohensee 
<mrhohensee@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Matt 
Hohensee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Hohensee

WA 98112-4648





Matt McLeod 
<mcleod@live.com.au>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Matt 
McLeod

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt McLeod
Unit 24, 1 Carlisle Close
Macquarie Park, MD 21130





Matt Simmons 
<csimmons005@cinci.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Matt 
Simmons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Simmons
6350 Ross Rd
Fairfield, OH 45014-5516





Matthew bURTON 
<hillside53@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew bURTON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew bURTON
655 Old Seneca Tpke
Skaneateles, NY 13152-9315





Matthew Carlson 
<carlsonmt@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Matthew Carlson
5200 S Ellis Ave Apt 210
Chicago, IL 60615-4368





Matthew Cloner 
<mcloner@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Cloner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Cloner
505 NE 70th St
Apt 1107
Seattle, WA 98115-5405





Matthew Dedes 
<md5193@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Dedes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Dedes
5193 Coventry Ln
Barboursville, VA 22923-1618





Matthew Downing 
<matthewdowning@nets
cape.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Downing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Downing
689 Myrtle Ave Apt 3g
Brooklyn, NY 11205-3988





Matthew Elgut 
<ssclaws@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Elgut

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Elgut
212 Lower Rocky Point Rd
Sound Beach, NY 11789-1848





Matthew Franck 
<cnjmatt@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Franck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Franck
119 Livingston Ave Apt 5g
New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2456





Matthew Hall 
<gmhall@insightbb.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Hall
360 Melbourne Way
Lexington, KY 40502-3202





Matthew Hansen 
<four20mph@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Hansen
17 Cedar Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-2504





Matthew Heinlein 
<matthew_heinlein@alu
mni.cmc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Heinlein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Heinlein
PO Box 1394
Orange, CA 92856-0394





Matthew Herman 
<matthewaherman@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Herman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

AS A TAXPAYER AND A CITIZEN I PAY THE COST FOR THEIR POLLUTION AND
DESTRUCTION.  TAXES SHOULD BE BASED FIRST ON NEGATIVE EXTERNALITIES AND
THEN ON INCOME . . . IF YOU WANT LESS OF SOMETHING, TAX IT.  TAX THE
POLLUTERS, TAX THEIR CUSTOMERS, CUT INCOME TAXES AND THE GOVERNMENT HAS
THE SAME AMOUNT OF REVENUE, LESS PUBLIC HEALTH EXPENSES AND THE
ENVIRONMENT IS CLEAN AND THE ECONOMY IS MORE SUSTAINABLE.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.



Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Herman
2015 W Wabansia Ave
Chicago, IL 60647-5501



Matthew Janusauskas 
<mjanusauskas@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Janusauskas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Janusauskas
656 N Kennedy Dr
Kankakee, IL 60901-2921





Matthew Johnson 
<m.johnson4234@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Johnson
3240 Fremont Ave S Apt 108
Minneapolis, MN 55408-3572





Matthew Quellas 
<mquellas@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Matthew Quellas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Quellas
4143 Perlita Ave Apt A
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1334





Maura Ellyn 
<mauraellyn@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Maura 
Ellyn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maura Ellyn
52 Canal Rd
High Falls, NY 12440-5612





Maureen Arnold 
<meemers729@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Arnold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maureen Arnold
676 Sherwood Dr
Wooster, OH 44691-2012





Maureen Burke 
<jumby8@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Burke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Burke
16 Lexington Ln W
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33418-7107





"Maureen C.Dalton" 
<mo_tennisne1@bellso
uth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Maureen C.Dalton"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen C.Dalton
7913 SE Saratoga Dr
Hobe Sound, FL 33455-5916





Maureen DeNunzio 
<milano3031@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen DeNunzio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maureen DeNunzio
5 Michael St
Norwalk, CT 06854-3415





Maureen Everett-Allen 
<rhettallen@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Everett-Allen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Maureen Everett-Allen



Maureen Hayes 
<mhayes4189@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Hayes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Maureen Hayes
15 Horlbeck Aly Apt 7
Charleston, SC 29401-2025





Maureen Jackson 
<cracklin.rosie@bigpond
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Jackson
1 Horners Road
Lexington, KY 40502





Maureen Kavanagh 
<afoiee@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Kavanagh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Kavanagh
4825 43rd St Apt 2j
Woodside, NY 11377-6834





maureen mc fadden 
<momcfadden@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
maureen mc fadden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. maureen mc fadden
945 Ward Dr Spc 128
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-2971





Maureen McGee 
<mmcgee@hammer.ucl
a.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen McGee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen McGee
790 Alma Real Dr
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3703





maureen mcmahon 
<maureen.mm@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
maureen mcmahon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. maureen mcmahon
377 W 11th St
New York, NY 10014-2381





Maureen Pinto 
<oceanridermp@prodigy
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Pinto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Pinto
PO Box 202
Mill Valley, CA 94942-0202





Maureen Pricci 
<mpricci@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Pricci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Pricci
530 E 20th St
New York, NY 10009-1322





Maureen Schiener 
<mscheener@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Schiener

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Schiener
156 Springville Ave
Amherst, NY 14226-3119





Maureen Wheeler 
<maureen_d_wheeler@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maureen Wheeler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Wheeler
304 Marvin Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20901-1725





Max Hopkins 
<res00zwi@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Max 
Hopkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Max Hopkins
6321 Avenida Chamisa
Santa Fe, NM 87507-1602





max magbee 
<leehighmarmoset@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to max 
magbee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. max magbee
715 Drehr Ave
Baton Rouge, LA 70806-5306





Max Peterson 
<max_peterson@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Max 
Peterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Max Peterson
1536 Rose Ave
Library, PA 15129-9622





Maxcine Parker 
<maxcineparker@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Maxcine Parker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maxcine Parker
8 Timothy Ln
Chaska, MN 55318-1265





Maximilienne Ewalt  
<maximilienne@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Maximilienne Ewalt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maximilienne Ewalt
242 Faxon Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-2214





Maxine Williams-Gboizo 
<mysteriousmiam@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Maxine Williams-Gboizo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maxine Williams-Gboizo
2122 Pico Blvd Apt F
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1734





Maxx Phillips 
<maxx@hawaii.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Maxx 
Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maxx Phillips
59-376 Alapio Rd
Haleiwa, HI 96712-8619





Maya Roy 
<mayasimone@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Maya 
Roy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maya Roy
2715 Park Row Ave
Dallas, TX 75215-2253





Mayre Falta 
<mayreb@frontier.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Mayre 
Falta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mayre Falta
1060 N 2nd St
Silverton, OR 97381-1252





Mcgregor Hayslip 
<mcgregor.wells.hayslip
@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Mcgregor Hayslip

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mcgregor Hayslip
222 Old Fayetteville Rd
Apt C302
Carrboro, NC 27510-5531





Meg Madden 
<megmadden@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Meg 
Madden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meg Madden
899 Green St
San Francisco, CA 94133-3756





meg murphy 
<meghanmiles@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to meg 
murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. meg murphy
PO Box 424
Bartlett, NH 03812-0424





Megan Adams 
<shimmy_1989@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Adams
4860 Reservation Rd
Placerville, CA 95667-9742





Megan Corse 
<corse.megan@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Corse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Megan Corse



Megan Hartman 
<meganhartman83@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Hartman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Hartman
1603 Imperial Dr
Glenview, IL 60026-1543





Megan Krout 
<elaira_sedda86@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Krout

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Krout
5108 23rd Rd N
Arlington, VA 22207-2608





Megan Mather 
<megani77@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Mather

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Megan Mather
9906 Ironwood Ln
Richmond, TX 77469-7436





Megan Moran 
<greenpeach1@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Moran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Moran
10 Crown Ter
San Francisco, CA 94114-2106





Megan Rawa 
<meganrawa@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Rawa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Rawa
1303 Grandview Ave Apt A
Glendale, CA 91201-4127





Megan Risley 
<mn.risley@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Risley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Risley
3052 NW 56th St
Seattle, WA 98107-4247





Megan Steva 
<m_steva@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Megan Steva

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Steva
4695 Keswick Ct
Apt H
Columbus, OH 43220-3545





Meggie T 
<missmollymoo@rocket
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Meggie T

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Meggie T



Meghan Henry 
<meghanehenry@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Meghan Henry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Meghan Henry
214 Grandview Dr
Branchburg, NJ 08853-4149





Melani Chandler 
<allchandler@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melani Chandler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melani Chandler
1043 Greenwood Dr
Menlo Park, CA 94025-1756





Melanie Beckmann 
<melanie.beckmann@u
ni-bonn.de>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Beckmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Melanie Beckmann
210 Kilbreck Dr
Cary, NC 27511-6342





Melanie Clemmer 
<mclemmer_99@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Clemmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Clemmer
7640 W Greenway Blvd Apt 6c
Dallas, TX 75209-5045





melanie graf 
<sgkafka@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
melanie graf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. melanie graf
2401 Westhaven Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93304-5453





Melanie Maguire 
<m7maguire@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Maguire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Maguire
28128 Pacific Coast Hwy
Spc 142
Malibu, CA 90265-8142





Melanie Padgett 
<goodbeginningsmaui@
hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Padgett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melanie Padgett
1844 Wili Pa Loop
Wailuku, HI 96793-1272





Melanie Pate 
<melaniepate@bellsout
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Pate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Pate
630 NW 34th Dr
Gainesville, FL 32607-2430





Melanie Rabeau 
<m@rabeau.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Rabeau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Rabeau
6610 Ladoga Ln
New Market, MD 21774-6802





Melanie Shuter 
<mbshuter@columbus.rr
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Shuter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Shuter
815 Dartmouth Dr
Circleville, OH 43113-1291





Melanie Weisman 
<melaniekw@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Melanie Weisman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Melanie Weisman
1885 S Quebec Way Apt F102
Denver, CO 80231-5624





Melina Paris 
<melcleo41@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melina Paris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melina Paris
3116 W 135th St
Hawthorne, CA 90250-6339





Melinda Bashen 
<bluedog727@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Bashen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Melinda Bashen
11649 North Shore Dr Apt 11
Reston, VA 20190-4614





Melinda Burgess 
<melindajf77@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Burgess

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melinda Burgess
10156 Wisner Ave
Mission Hills, CA 91345-2737





Melinda Dastrup 
<mlclaypool@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Dastrup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Dastrup
554 Commonwealth Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84106-1402





Melinda Henderson 
<mollyputts@rocketmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Henderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Henderson
4206 Mindi Ave
Naples, FL 34112-6788





Melinda Keith-Singleton 
<mkscss@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Keith-Singleton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melinda Keith-Singleton
1871 Albright Ct
Wheaton, IL 60189-8901





Melinda Lee 
<melkenlee@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melinda Lee
16 Holly Dr
Denville, NJ 07834-2424





Melinda McCurry 
<melinda_mccurry@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda McCurry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda McCurry
5306 Stratemeyer Dr
Orlando, FL 32839-2952





Melinda Mills 
<melindalou7@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Mills

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Melinda Mills
2512 Canterbury Rd
Urbandale, IA 50322-4632





Melinda Parke 
<melindap317@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Parke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Parke
744 N 82nd St
Seattle, WA 98103-4320





Melinda Ramsey 
<casabianca@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Ramsey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Melinda Ramsey
265 Melinda Ln
Monticello, FL 32344-6186





Melinda Spencer 
<spencats@centurytel.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Spencer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Spencer
PO Box 662
Depoe Bay, OR 97341-0662





Melinda Tossani 
<melinda.tossani@stvin.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Tossani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Tossani
PO Box 6790
Santa Fe, NM 87502-6790





Melinda Whitaker 
<makumba@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melinda Whitaker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Whitaker
4430 Via Ventura
Red Bluff, CA 96080-9647





Melindria Tavoularis  
<melindria@midmaine.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melindria Tavoularis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Though another matter may not involve your department directly, there
is the serious matter of the vulnerability of underground water that is
essential to the inhabitants of that area of our country.

Sincerely,

Melindria Tavoularis



832 Enfield Rd
Lincoln, ME 04457-4153



Melissa Allen 
<melissa.allen@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Allen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Allen
8405 SW 156th St
Palmetto Bay, FL 33157-2164





Melissa Bahleda 
<partnerscanines@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Bahleda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melissa Bahleda
449 Shipyard Rd
Shenandoah, VA 22849-3914





Melissa Bauer 
<melissa@tinydesignstu
dio.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Bauer
2640 Spear Point Ct
Marietta, GA 30062-2577





Melissa Chitwood 
<sockpuppet@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Chitwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Melissa Chitwood
320 N Midland Ave
Nyack, NY 10960-1525





Melissa Luanglue 
<melluanglue@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Luanglue

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Luanglue
14325 Astrodome Dr
Silver Spring, MD 20906-2245





Melissa Lupinski 
<mellyann08@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Lupinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Lupinski
4227 Bryant St
Denver, CO 80211-1737





Melissa Mau 
<melismau@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Mau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Melissa Mau

HI 96744





Melissa Pappas 
<xgirl302003@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Pappas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Pappas
825 Seal St Apt 1405
Saint Paul, MN 55114-1247





Melissa Reardon 
<antahr@ipinc.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Reardon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Reardon
PO Box 67078
Portland, OR 97268-1078





Melissa Rothenberger 
<melissakate77@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Rothenberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Melissa Rothenberger
9 Merlin Ave
New Fairfield, CT 06812-4409





Melissa Thirloway 
<thirloway@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melissa Thirloway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Thirloway
235 10th Ave W
Kirkland, WA 98033-5316





Melodie Martin 
<martincat@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Melodie Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melodie Martin
2339 11th Ave E
Seattle, WA 98102-4013





Melody Nicole 
<melodyyeux@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melody Nicole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melody Nicole
2601 La Frontera Blvd
Round Rock, TX 78681-8033





Melody Ortega 
<melody95301@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Melody Ortega

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melody Ortega
1540 Jorgensen St
Atwater, CA 95301-4518





Melody Safken 
<msafken@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Melody Safken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melody Safken
191 Turner Ave
Whitewater, CO 81527-9406





Melva Mills 
<melva.mills@dts.ca.go
v>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Melva 
Mills

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melva Mills
2539 27th St
Sacramento, CA 95818-2614





Melvin Hernandez 
<melh07302@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melvin Hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Melvin Hernandez
329 Mercer Loop
Jersey City, NJ 07302-3232





Melvin Thomas 
<nmt2025@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Melvin Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Melvin Thomas
3204 Trail Ridge Rd
Louisville, KY 40241-6404





Mercedes Lackey 
<helloelsie@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Mercedes Lackey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

This is insane.  Since when is the oil and gas industry allowed to run
roughshod all over the entire world?

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mercedes Lackey
16525 E 470 Rd
Claremore, OK 74017-4445





Mercedes Zarate 
Medina 
<mercedes.zarate@ana
huac.mx>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Mercedes Zarate Medina

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mercedes Zarate Medina
Calle 98 # 479 casa 28 P. de las fuentes
Merida, None 97225





Meredith Beck 
<mmbeck223@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Meredith Beck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Meredith Beck
1104 W 72nd St
Indianapolis, IN 46260-4039





Meredith Mortberg 
<mereanm@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Meredith Mortberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Meredith Mortberg
13450 Briarbrook Dr
Dallas, TX 75234-5105





Merelyn Dolins 
<merelyndolins@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Merelyn Dolins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Merelyn Dolins
10 Brookside Rd
Maplewood, NJ 07040-1202





Merideth Genin 
<yeseyesee@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Merideth Genin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you for considering my opinion, and I wish you and yours health
and peace.

Sincerely,

Ms. Merideth Genin
543 E 6th St



New York, NY 10009-6636



Merilyn Phillips 
<merilynphillips@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Merilyn Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Merilyn Phillips
4800 Hollywood Blvd
# Apt3d
Hollywood, FL 33021-6533





Merrill Bitter 
<merril_bitter@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Merrill 
Bitter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Merrill Bitter
1890 Millbrook Rd
Salt Lake City, UT 84106-3826





Meyer Jordan 
<aquahab@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Meyer 
Jordan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Meyer Jordan
403 W Michigan Ave
Pensacola, FL 32505-2503





Meyer Odze 
<odzem@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Meyer 
Odze

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Meyer Odze
5308 Iroquois Rd
Bethesda, MD 20816-3103





"Mha Atma S. Khalsa" 
<earthactionnetwork@e
arthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "Mha 
Atma S. Khalsa"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: My comments: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

As a very concerned American citizen and taxpayer, I appreciate your
considering my comments regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation
Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mha Atma S. Khalsa
1536 S Crest Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90035-3314





Micah Dyer 
<dyermicah@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Micah 
Dyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Micah Dyer
22709 Clarendon St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4313





Micah McIntyre 
<justaprimate@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Micah 
McIntyre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Micah McIntyre
Calle Oro Verde
Valley Center, CA 92082





Michael A Lang 
<mikelang@adelphia.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael A Lang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael A Lang
12316 Landale St
Studio City, CA 91604-1218





Michael Adler 
<ufdionysus@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Adler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Adler
410 NW 15th Ave
Gainesville, FL 32601-4209





Michael Angeloni 
<mike65057@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Angeloni

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael Angeloni
332 Winters Ave
West Hazleton, PA 18202-3729





Michael Arnott 
<marnott522@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Arnott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Arnott
175 Harvey St
Cambridge, MA 02140-1752





Michael Baker 
<jalepeno4@hevanet.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Baker
16320 NW McNamee Rd
Portland, OR 97231-2150





Michael Bayouth 
<baybaysparky@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Bayouth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Bayouth
636 S Eastern St Apt 101
Wichita, KS 67207-2468





Michael Bentley 
<greenprof2@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Bentley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Bentley
312 N Broad St
Salem, VA 24153-3730





Michael Black 
<mblack@gt.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Black
975 Parson Dr
Beaumont, TX 77706-6114





Michael Braudy 
<mbraudy@mindspring.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Braudy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Braudy
80 Cranberry St # 5f
Brooklyn, NY 11201-1726





Michael Briney 
<mbriney@rc.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Briney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Briney
46 Damson Ln
Naugatuck, CT 06770-2528





Michael Carney 
<mcarneyv@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Carney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Carney
25 Bowers Ave
Runnemede, NJ 08078-1633





Michael Carpenter 
<mccarp@dakotacom.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Carpenter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Carpenter
2679 N Sundance Trl
Tucson, AZ 85745-8952





Michael Carvalho 
<michaelcarvalho1@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Carvalho

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Carvalho
42 Williamson Ave
Bloomfield, NJ 07003-5005





Michael Carvalho 
<mac2busy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Carvalho

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Carvalho
42 WilliamsonA ve
Bloomfield, NJ 07003-5005





Michael Cass 
<mike_e_cass@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Cass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cass
31 Lakeview Ct
Novato, CA 94947-4766





MICHAEL CHITTY 
<moosepatrol@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
MICHAEL CHITTY

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. MICHAEL CHITTY
3604 Lucas Dr
Austin, TX 78731-4718





Michael Clayton 
<bowweevil@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Clayton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Clayton
2511 Tahoe Cir
Winter Park, FL 32792-1178





Michael Clegg 
<biodieselmexico@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Clegg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Clegg
13535 W Sacred Earth Pl
Tucson, AZ 85735-5228





Michael Crowden 
<mcrowden@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Crowden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Crowden
32720 S West Outer Rd
Harrisonville, MO 64701-7400





Michael Dague 
<mpgadfly@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Dague

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Dague
1506 1/2 N Monroe St Apt B
Spokane, WA 99201-2638





Michael Dobbs 
<quarterhorse76@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Dobbs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Dobbs
13102 Staton Dr
Austin, TX 78727-4580





Michael Domenicali Jr  
<mrdjr1973@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Domenicali Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael Domenicali Jr
722 E Nottingham Dr
San Antonio, TX 78209-3440





Michael Dutton 
<michael@lindenparkpu
blishers.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Dutton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Dutton
51 Bateman Ave
Newport, RI 02840-4373





Michael Evans 
<mjevans3@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Evans
811 25th St NW
Washington, DC 20037-2209





Michael Felmet 
<mfelmet@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Felmet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Felmet
140 Jefferson Forest Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27106-4787





Michael Field 
<dragonmk@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Field

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Field
2430 Cromwell Cir
Austin, TX 78741-6078





Michael Gallup 
<mgallup56@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Gallup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gallup
12400 Cypress Ave Spc 153
Chino, CA 91710-2809





Michael Galuska 
<dmdmikeg@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Galuska

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Galuska
19505 Morden Blush Dr
Lutz, FL 33558-9084





Michael Gamble 
<buddhaland3@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Gamble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gamble
85 Pike St
Apt 207
Seattle, WA 98101-2047





Michael Garitty 
<garitty@nccn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Garitty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Garitty
13088 Vista Knls
Nevada City, CA 95959-8515





Michael Gerber 
<pastapusta@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Gerber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gerber
506 Washington Hwy
Amherst, NY 14226-4653





Michael Gorzka 
<mike@computershy.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Gorzka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gorzka
31 Federal St
Brunswick, ME 04011-1507





Michael Gregory 
<mrhumanbeing72@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Gregory

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gregory
13 High Popples Rd
Gloucester, MA 01930-4266





Michael Guadagni 
<mikexknives@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Guadagni

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Guadagni
122 Manton Ave
Providence, RI 02909-3368





Michael Halfen 
<mike.halfen@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Halfen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael Halfen
9 Elizabeth Ct
Newark, DE 19711-5682





Michael Hall 
<bassoonuno@san.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Hall
5252 Balboa Arms Dr Unit 291
San Diego, CA 92117-4943





Michael Herman 
<sirfratleyofburmecia@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Herman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Herman
142 E Elmore St Apt M22
Lebanon, OR 97355-4822





Michael Hudock 
<mikehudock@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Hudock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Hudock
227 Purdy Hill Rd
Monroe, CT 06468-2144





Michael Ingram 
<ingrammp@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Ingram

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Ingram
3232 W Ruthann Rd
Tucson, AZ 85745-9439





Michael Jameson 
<jamesonkm@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Jameson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Jameson
4750 Wheaton Dr # 34
Fort Collins, CO 80525-9481





Michael Jones 
<mejones@indiana.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Jones
3863 S Bushmill Dr
Bloomington, IN 47403-8943





Michael Kaibel 
<michaelkaibel@century
tel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Kaibel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kaibel
PO Box 681
14340 Stateline Road
Merrill, OR 97633-0681





Michael Kennedy 
<ksmsk@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kennedy
579 East Rd
Tiverton, RI 02878-3525





Michael Keough 
<putitupmlk@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Keough

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Keough
164 15th Ave # A
San Francisco, CA 94118-1011





Michael Kirkby 
<kirkbymichael@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Kirkby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kirkby
9 Albany Ave
Toronto, ON M5R 3C2





Michael KochKetola 
<mwhalek@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael KochKetola

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael KochKetola
1160 S Main St
Middletown, CT 06457-5044





Michael Koenig 
<mkoenig@theanswergr
oup.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Koenig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Koenig
126 22nd St SE
New Philadelphia, OH 44663-3314





Michael konik 
<reefergladness@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael konik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael konik
7510 W Sunset Blvd # 250
Los Angeles, CA 90046-3408





Michael Lahey 
<mlahey22@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Lahey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Lahey
1504 W Farwell Ave # 3
Chicago, IL 60626-3606





Michael Lee 
<maleect@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Lee
3829 E Poinsettia Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85028-1435





Michael Levin 
<michael.a.levin@att.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Levin
4155 Cesar Chavez St
San Francisco, CA 94131-1957





Michael Lewis 
<rvmike@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Lewis
61711 Yucca Rd
Mountain Center, CA 92561-3700





michael loewenstein 
<mickl869@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
michael loewenstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. michael loewenstein
1906 Lincoln St Apt C
Evanston, IL 60201-5818





Michael Mallard 
<michaelmallard@me.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Mallard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael Mallard
216 S Bond St
Plains, GA 31780-5541





Michael Mallett 
<mmallett@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Mallett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Mallett
2964 Kroy Way
Sacramento, CA 95817-2635





Michael Martin 
<lessthansane00@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Martin
980 N 8th E
Mountain Home, ID 83647-2244





Michael Martin 
<seraphmichael@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Martin
1613 Brighton Ln
Plainfield, IL 60586-7800





Michael McHugh 
<mcmchugh99@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael McHugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael McHugh
1310 7th St
Des Moines, IA 50314-2727





Michael McLaughlin 
<airc90255@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Michael McLaughlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael McLaughlin
6518 Miles Ave
Huntington Park, CA 90255-4318





Michael McMahan 
<mcmahan44@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael McMahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.Sincerely, Michael McMahan

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael McMahan
4892 Maui Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2363





Michael Meyer 
<bcmt2000@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Meyer

PA





Michael Missell 
<mjmissell@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Missell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Missell
4409 N Parent Rd
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314-6468





Michael Mitsuda 
<mmitsuda@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Mitsuda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Mitsuda
33210 Lake Oneida St
Fremont, CA 94555-1285





Michael Molder 
<nohtd@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Molder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Molder
14295 Sc Highway 121
Newberry, SC 29108-7493





Michael Montel 
<montelm@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Montel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Montel
155 E 73rd St
New York, NY 10021-9100





Michael Murphy 
<rosevale@mindspring.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Murphy
150 NE 95th St Apt 411
Seattle, WA 98115-2038





Michael Nash 
<mnash1@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Nash

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael Nash
4782 Crew Cir Apt 8
Melbourne, FL 32904-8453





Michael Norden 
<nordy@bright.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Norden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Norden
22290 Co. Rd. S
Defiance, OH 43512-9509





Michael O'Brien 
<mpoohio@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael O'Brien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael O'Brien
1492 Old Rt. 33
Shade, OH 45776





Michael Oaks 
<michaeloaks@clearwir
e.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Oaks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Oaks
1711 13th Ave S Apt 203
Seattle, WA 98144-4157





Michael OBrien 
<osgold@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael OBrien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael OBrien
3136 Long Blvd
Nashville, TN 37203-1215





Michael Panasewicz 
<carefreemikep@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Panasewicz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Panasewicz
PO Box 1048
Carefree, AZ 85377-1048





Michael passoff 
<michael@asyousow.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael passoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michael passoff
5011 Esmond Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-1423





Michael Perez 
<mingdurga@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Perez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Perez
200 W 15th St
New York, NY 10011-6658





Michael Peterson 
<breddelwyn@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Peterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Peterson
PO Box 4013
Rockford, IL 61110-0513





Michael Price 
<mpx2@aya.yale.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Price

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Price
PO Box 580578
Pleasant Prairie, WI 53158-8165





Michael Prince 
<mbprince@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Prince

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Prince
6749 Bear Ridge Rd
Lockport, NY 14094-9288





Michael Rice 
<mrice@thinkus.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Rice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 years
maxinmum.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Rice
1103 Cedar View Dr
Minneapolis, MN 55405-2110





Michael Rubin 
<haremailme@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Rubin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Rubin
80 Park Rd Apt B
Fairfax, CA 94930-1648





Michael Sabatini 
<m.sabatini88@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Sabatini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sabatini
152 Gardner St
Hingham, MA 02043-3746





Michael Salzmann 
<homerplumber@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Salzmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Salzmann
39529 Old Sterling Hwy
Anchor Point, AK 99556-9453





Michael Schaeffer 
<mike8590@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Schaeffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Schaeffer
35 Francis Pl
Caldwell, NJ 07006-4818





Michael schimaneck 
<michael.schimaneck@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael schimaneck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael schimaneck
29 Prescott Ct
San Francisco, CA 94133-4184





Michael Schwartz 
<mschwartz1@hvc.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Schwartz
2516 Whispering Hls
Chester, NY 10918-1536





Michael Seager 
<michael_seager@steri
s.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Seager

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Seager
8253 Westmoor Rd
Mentor, OH 44060-7535





Michael Souza 
<thylacinus@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Souza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Souza
10787 Caminito Bravura
San Diego, CA 92108-2455





Michael Stauffer 
<revmjoys@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Stauffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michael Stauffer



michael Stocker 
<mastocke@syr.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
michael Stocker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. michael Stocker
100 Riverside Dr
New York, NY 10024-4822





Michael Sullivan 
<michael@haywood-sull
ivan.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sullivan
PO Box 552
Marshfield Hills, MA 02051-0552





Michael Swanson 
<swanson71258@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Swanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Swanson
1121 W Clay St
Lancaster, PA 17603-2611





Michael Tabib 
<michael.tabib@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Tabib

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Tabib
5120 Gravenstein Hwy N
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2145





Michael Terry 
<michaelgterry@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Terry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years at most.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit, wreaking more
havoc on the environment.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Terry
503 W Rustic Rd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1115





Michael Tribble 
<michaelt68@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Tribble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Tribble
620 Shorepines Hts
Coos Bay, OR 97420-4701





Michael Warth 
<pikamdk187@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Warth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Warth
14321 Green Valley Dr Apt A
Tustin, CA 92780-8229





Michael Webb 
<mmwebb53@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Webb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Webb
1805 Yellow Pne
Amelia, OH 45102-2813





Michael wechter 
<mswclu@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michael wechter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael wechter
8 Flycatcher Way Unit 201
Arden, NC 28704-5522





Michael West 
<mantismike@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Michael West

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael West
50 Oakwood St
Greenlawn, NY 11740-1422





Michael Williams 
<mtwilliams@nu-world.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Williams
PO Box 11392
Eugene, OR 97440-3592





Michael Wright 
<samadhi.bodhi@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michael Wright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Wright
2218 Aha Niu Pl
Honolulu, HI 96821-1009





Michael York 
<yorkms@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Michael York

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael York
206 W Via Vaquero
San Dimas, CA 91773-3325





Michale Slater 
<mslater541@bendbroa
dband.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Michale Slater

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michale Slater
63320 Majestic Loop
Bend, OR 97701-8594





Micheal Moffat 
<michealmoffat@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Micheal Moffat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Micheal Moffat
19 Rockfeller
Lincoln, GA 31095





Michela Fabrizio 
<michelarocks@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michela Fabrizio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michela Fabrizio
10801 Lost Tree Dr
Ijamsville, MD 21754-9043





Michele Andres 
<johnnyjoeymickey@aol
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Andres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Andres
2549 Bright Ct
Merced, CA 95348-3805





Michele Baker 
<massage_michele@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michele Baker
901 Manship St
Jackson, MS 39202-2032





Michele Bleymeyer 
<bleyzzer@yousq.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Bleymeyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Bleymeyer
1600 Frederick Sreet
Hazel Green, WI 53811





michele bucci 
<mlb935935@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
michele bucci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss michele bucci
rt 9
Burleigh, NJ 08210





Michele Davenport 
<michelelyn@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Davenport

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Davenport
324 Marshall St
Clinton, TN 37716-2942





Michele Ferritto 
<mmferritto@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Ferritto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Ferritto
15 Pine Ave
Wynantskill, NY 12198-7554





Michele Johnson 
<michele3n24@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Johnson
521 Lotz Ave
Altoona, PA 16602-5705





Michele Johnson 
<chele0221@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Johnson
208 N East St Apt 18
Mason, OH 45040-1755





Michele Langston 
<faeryraindancer@otbp.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Langston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Langston
955 S German Ln Apt H12
Conway, AR 72034-6061





Michele Leff 
<micheleff@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Leff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Leff
6114 Whitsett Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91606-4560





Michele Matthews 
<crazyterriers524@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Matthews
12c Wavecrest Ave
Winfield Park, NJ 07036-6649





Michele Weiss 
<micheleweiss2006@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Weiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Weiss
308R West Sixth St.
Boyertown, PA 19512





Michele Westfall  
<fuzzyw5@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michele Westfall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Westfall
2621 Alcott Ln Apt B
Austin, TX 78748-5671





Michelle Baker 
<mkcbak@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Baker
PO Box 388
Jaffrey, NH 03452-0388





Michelle Chalker 
<ravynsdaughter@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Chalker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle Chalker
119 Prospect St
Binghamton, NY 13905-2328





Michelle Cipriano 
<michcip110@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Cipriano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Michelle Cipriano
406 Columbia St
Apt 1
Cambridge, MA 02141-1357





Michelle Clark 
<fairylizard@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Clark
17785 Crestview Ln
Nehalem, OR 97131-9237





Michelle Dudeck 
<chonadone@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Dudeck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Dudeck
531 Rostraver St
Monessen, PA 15062-1525





Michelle Fagan Morrow 
<ariashheart@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Fagan Morrow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle Fagan Morrow
682 Lake Cove Dr
Hampton, GA 30228-1874





Michelle Feldman 
<conservation@sugarpo
et.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Feldman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Feldman

NY





Michelle geil 
<mgeil@calhfa.ca.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle geil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle geil
4050 Glencoe Ave
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-5400





Michelle Hamilton 
<four4me2@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Hamilton
6503 61st St NE
Marysville, WA 98270-9599





Michelle Harrington 
<peanutzzmom2001@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Harrington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle Harrington
515 Fairfield St
Oakland, ME 04963-5207





Michelle Hunsicker 
<crazysnitch@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Hunsicker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Hunsicker
103 Fontaine Walk
Warner Robins, GA 31088-6739





Michelle Inere 
<michelleinere@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Inere

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Inere
5609 Ponte Verde Rd
Pensacola, FL 32507-9032





Michelle Kofler 
<mlkofler@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Kofler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Kofler
199a N Main St
South Deerfield, MA 01373-1026





Michelle Ku 
<michelle_ku@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Ku

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle Ku
212 S Olive St
Denver, CO 80230-6948





Michelle Lee 
<misllee@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Michelle Lee
7614 Waterford Glen Loop Apt 2423
Charlotte, NC 28226-6002





Michelle Lee 
<jeez_lee@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Lee
5241 N Banewell Ave
Azusa, CA 91702-5420





Michelle 
Mearlette-Hernandez 
<mearlette@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle 
Mearlette-Hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Mearlette-Hernandez
5149 W 134th Pl
Hawthorne, CA 90250-5621





Michelle Muir 
<mbyrne7228@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Muir

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Muir
31 Zummo Way
Norristown, PA 19401-3138





Michelle Myers 
<michelle.c.myers@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Myers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Michelle Myers



Michelle Ognjanovic 
<thepoohka@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Ognjanovic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Ognjanovic
7 W 104th St Apt 1a
New York, NY 10025-4319





Michelle Spilecki 
<baloolightning@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Spilecki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

PLEASE do what you are entrusted to do and protect what is left of our
natural ecology and the creatures that depend on its preservation.

Sincerely,

Michelle Spilecki
119 Park Pl



Schenectady, NY 12305-1204



Michelle Spinner 
<michelle@spinnersys.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Spinner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Spinner
430 W 24th St
Apt 9d
New York, NY 10011-1343





Michelle Storace 
<office1.hrci@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Storace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I am so sick and tired of the games.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Storace
420 Jonathan Ridge Dr
Danville, CA 94506-1357





Michelle Trzecinski  
<mtrez@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Trzecinski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Trzecinski
S10829331 Pickering Drive
Mukwoango, WI 53149





Michelle Wofford 
<michelle.leveille@att.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Michelle Wofford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Wofford
218 W Oak Ave
El Segundo, CA 90245-2211





mickey mccarthy 
<mickey_94114@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
mickey mccarthy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. mickey mccarthy
206 Dorland St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2025





Mickey McKain 
<mckainmickey777@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mickey McKain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Mickey McKain
23 W 3rd St Apt 412
Jamestown, NY 14701-5118





MIGUEL BLANCO 
<migblancoal@yahoo.es
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
MIGUEL BLANCO

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. MIGUEL BLANCO
600 S Dearborn St
Chicago, IL 60605-1821





Miguel Godinez 
<micco@kayakkauai.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Miguel Godinez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Miguel Godinez
175 Granville Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049-4224





Miho Reed 
<mihoreed@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Miho 
Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miho Reed
2018 265th Ave SE
Sammamish, WA 98075-7970





Mikael Colboc 
<mikaelcolboc@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mikael Colboc

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mikael Colboc



Mikael Nylander 
<blueslover@hotmail.se
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mikael Nylander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mikael Nylander
Lars WivalliusvÌ_g 3
ÌÐrebro, LA 70359





Mike Antone 
<troubadour7777777@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Antone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Antone
22536 W Yavapai St
Buckeye, AZ 85326-8947





Mike Anuszewski 
<impaler4nj@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Anuszewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Anuszewski
90 Kennedy Blvd
Bayonne, NJ 07002-7210





Mike Cook 
<socalrailroader@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Cook
321 Forsythe Dr
Redwood Valley, CA 95470-6400





Mike Fitzgerald 
<mfitzgerald@bnd.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Fitzgerald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Fitzgerald
159 Papillon Dr
Belleville, IL 62226-1059





Mike Horowitz 
<mhorowitz@dir.ca.gov
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Horowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. Please do not abandon your public
mandate and sworn duty to protect wildlife and the environment.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Horowitz
3115 Guido St
Oakland, CA 94602-3520





Mike Jones 
<mike.d.jones@umusic.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Jones
23332 Hartland St
West Hills, CA 91307-2409





Mike Kappus 
<mikek@rosebudus.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Kappus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Kappus
2328 12th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1908





Mike kelly 
<kokoek6@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mike 
kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike kelly
808 S Pine St
Horseheads, NY 14845-2626





Mike Little 
<llfarm901@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Little

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Little
901 Meadowlark Ln
Albertville, AL 35951-7755





Mike Looper 
<oakraid2@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Looper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Looper
12006 Wintercrest Dr Apt 140
Lakeside, CA 92040-3756





Mike Moran 
<mmmmahalo2000@aol
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Moran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Moran
167 Ahaaina Way
Kihei, HI 96753-8905





Mike morawski 
<mr2@willitsonline.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Mike 
morawski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike morawski
3345 Ridgewood Rd
Willits, CA 95490-9786





Mike Pickwick 
<mike.pickwick@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Pickwick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Pickwick
44 Upton Rd
Westborough, MA 01581-2203





Mike Rustad 
<mrustad@bresnan.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Rustad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Rustad
465 E 6th Ave
Durango, CO 81301-5618





Mike Sexton 
<bird77man2003@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Sexton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Sexton
2524 Commonwealth Dr Lot 52
Junction City, KS 66441-4286





Mike Smith 
<mike55smith@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Smith
1531 1st Ave
Seattle, WA 98101-1561





Mike Steigelman 
<majus@aracnet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Steigelman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mike Steigelman
6506 N.E. 209Th Street
Battle Ground, WA 98604





Mike Whiteley 
<mgwhiteley@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Whiteley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Whiteley
1905 Kingston Ct
Longmont, CO 80503-1714





Mike Wilson 
<mdw19572@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Mike 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Wilson
838 Elkins Ave
Elkins Park, PA 19027-1204





Mikesh McC 
<voter@karthwyne.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Mikesh McC

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mikesh McC
3942 Wolcott Cir
Atlanta, GA 30340-4243





Mikki McBride 
<mikkistill@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mikki 
McBride

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mikki McBride
1127 N Commerce St
Stockton, CA 95202-1220





Mildred Huffmire 
<mamahuff@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mildred Huffmire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mildred Huffmire
8 Dogwood Ln
South Salem, NY 10590-1715





Mildred prestenbach 
<maprestenbach2@att.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Mildred prestenbach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mildred prestenbach
7704 Hancock Dr
Bay St Louis, MS 39520-8203





Milene Johnson 
<maitai731@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Milene Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Milene Johnson
7886 Sutton Pl NE
Warren, OH 44484-1457





Miller Scott 
<jmscott@cableone.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Miller 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Miller Scott
108 Shady Vale Ln
Columbus, MS 39705-3259





Mimi Hodsoll 
<mhodsoll@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Mimi 
Hodsoll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mimi Hodsoll
2438 Caron Ln
Falls Church, VA 22043-3213





Mimi Jennings 
<mimijennings@world.o
berlin.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Mimi 
Jennings

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I wish to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mimi Jennings
2222 Hillside Ave
Saint Paul, MN 55108-1609





Mina Donato 
<pepperdonato@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mina 
Donato

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mina Donato
PO Box 1415
Uniontown, PA 15401-1415





Mina Loomis 
<mkloomis@austin.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mina 
Loomis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mina Loomis
4412 Sinclair Ave
Austin, TX 78756-3221





Mindi Rappoport 
<mindi_rappoport@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Mindi 
Rappoport

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mindi Rappoport
344 Edison Rd
Trumbull, CT 06611-4312





Mindy Kay 
<sisterwolf_pa@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Mindy 
Kay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mindy Kay
11504 Clematis Blvd
Pittsburgh, PA 15235-3103





Mindy Maxwell 
<mlmaxwell73@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mindy 
Maxwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Mindy Maxwell
295 River St
Cambridge, MA 02139-4400





Mindy Pfeiffer 
<mindypfeiffer@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Mindy 
Pfeiffer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mindy Pfeiffer
773 Belvidere St
Pasadena, CA 91104-3722





Ming Choi 
<gundam_nataku_9401
4@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ming 
Choi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ming Choi
571 6th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3816





Miranda Hagadorn 
<m.dimurro@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Miranda Hagadorn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miranda Hagadorn

Gig Harbor, WA 98335-8109





Miranda Ottewell  
<mirott@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Miranda Ottewell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miranda Ottewell
2064 Cedar Lane Rd
Palmyra, VA 22963-4538





Miriam Cantor 
<mjcantor2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Miriam Cantor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miriam Cantor
5810 Saturn St
Los Angeles, CA 90019-3726





Miriam Sexton 
<miriamsexton@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Miriam Sexton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Miriam Sexton
18189 Willa Way
Fort Myers, FL 33917-7164





Miriam Shakow 
<mshakow@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Miriam Shakow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Miriam Shakow
149 Merion Ave
Narberth, PA 19072-2414





Misty Hillin 
<mistyhillin@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Misty 
Hillin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Misty Hillin
3014 W William Cannon Dr Apt 632
Austin, TX 78745-5193





Misty Hook 
<drmistyhook@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Misty 
Hook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Misty Hook
1543 Timber Edge Dr
Mckinney, TX 75070-5484





Misty McIntyre 
<meowkitty15@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Misty 
McIntyre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Misty McIntyre
519 Vache Cir
Redlands, CA 92374-1721





Mitch Norris 
<orneryaz@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Mitch 
Norris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitch Norris
4903 Aberdeen Cir
Austin, TX 78745-2104





Mitchel Hebets 
<ridemybikewithnowheel
s@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Mitchel Hebets

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitchel Hebets
830 Augusta Ct SE
Cedar Rapids, IA 52403-1496





Mitchell Alperin 
<malp25@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Mitchell Alperin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitchell Alperin
29 Francis Rd
Sharon, MA 02067-1831





Mitchell Maness 
<maneman60@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Mitchell Maness

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitchell Maness
517 Pecan Dr
Irving, TX 75061-7448





MJ Pramik 
<mjpramik2001@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to MJ 
Pramik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. MJ Pramik
167 Palm
San Francisco, CA 94118-2515





Mobi Warren 
<mobiwarren@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Mobi 
Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mobi Warren
1826 Poppy Peak St
San Antonio, TX 78232-2418





Mohini Verma 
<moverma96@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Mohini Verma

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Mohini Verma
87 N Southport Rd
Mundelein, IL 60060-2076





Moira Bradford 
<artlessvice@riseup.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Moira 
Bradford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Moira Bradford
140 Michigan Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-4137





Molly Smith 
<smitmolly@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Molly 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Smith
2514 Tunlaw Rd NW Apt 201
Washington, DC 20007-6304





Molly Solanki 
<mmsolanki@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Molly 
Solanki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Solanki
70 Prusakowski Blvd
Parlin, NJ 08859-3162





Molly Stegall 
<stardove.moon@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Molly 
Stegall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Molly Stegall
890 N Kimball Ave
Southlake, TX 76092-5502





Molly walker 
<mollyswalker@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Molly 
walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Molly walker
1801 Rhodes Rd
Austin, TX 78721-1545





Mona Cardell 
<monacardell@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Mona 
Cardell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mona Cardell
1618 Rose Glen Rd
Havertown, PA 19083-1810





Monica Brown 
<monicab773@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Monica Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Monica Brown
1327 W Granville Ave
Chicago, IL 60660-1910





Monica Favela 
<mfavela8@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Monica Favela

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Monica Favela
1607 Belle Haven Rd
Alexandria, VA 22307-1222





Monica Knaack 
<vball71488@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Monica Knaack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monica Knaack
1179 23rd Avenue
Burnsville, MN 55337





Monica Latka Black 
<blackcats2003@embar
qmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Monica Latka Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Monica Latka Black
317 Lower Stone Mountain Rd
Unicoi, TN 37692-4767





monica mc lean 
<crazeemom3@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
monica mc lean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. monica mc lean
13635 Walnut St
Whittier, CA 90602-2407





Monica Sanchez 
<monique@bway.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Monica Sanchez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Monica Sanchez
235 W 22nd St Apt 3x
New York, NY 10011-2745





MONICA WINIARSKI  
<vanilla102@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
MONICA WINIARSKI

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. MONICA WINIARSKI
2 Toms Way
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603-6051





Monique Reece 
<sunshinebk4@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Monique Reece

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monique Reece
1000 Vista Del Cerro Dr Unit 206
Corona, CA 92879-7822





Monroe Gilbert 
<dag79@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Monroe Gilbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Monroe Gilbert
8 Panorama Dr
Palm Coast, FL 32164-7512





Monte Millick 
<m.1269@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Monte 
Millick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

We can not allow NiSource to destroy so much environment and habitat in
one project.

Sincerely,

Mr. Monte Millick
PO Box 182
Onaga, KS 66521-0182





Moran Bluestein 
<moranpower@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Moran 
Bluestein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Moran Bluestein
1707 Spruce St
Philadelphia, PA 19103-6121





Morgan Elzey 
<morganblz@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Morgan Elzey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Morgan Elzey
1169 Palms Blvd
Venice, CA 90291-3524





Morgan Lewchuk 
<lewchuk1@umbc.edu>

11/28/2011 12:06 PM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat 
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. 
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide 
corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and 
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and 
ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for 
either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, 
may be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill 
endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those 
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other 
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such 
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP 
should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This 
HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, 
both in terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate 
analysis and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to 
follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many 
endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,
Morgan Lewchuk



Morley Schloss 
<morleynaturist@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Morley Schloss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Morley Schloss
14125 North Rd
Loxahatchee, FL 33470-4603





Morris Chay 
<mschay@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Morris 
Chay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Morris Chay
3070 Yulupa Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8685





Motoko Huthwaite 
<mhuthwaite@ymail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Motoko Huthwaite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Motoko Huthwaite
527 W Iroquois Rd
Pontiac, MI 48341-2024





"Mr. and Mrs. Bruce 
Revesz" 
<nogbrutrpt@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "Mr. 
and Mrs. Bruce Revesz"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mr. and Mrs. Bruce Revesz
103 The Fairway
Cedar Grove, NJ 07009-1515





"Mr. and Mrs. Gene and 
Dori Peters" 
<petersgene@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to "Mr. 
and Mrs. Gene and Dori 
Peters"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We have several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

1:  The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to
be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

2:  Fifty years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you.

Peace!

Sincerely,



Mr. Mr. and Mrs. Gene and Dori Peters
204 W Havens Ave # 150
Mitchell, SD 57301-3906



"Mr. Blenner" 
<timeguy55@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "Mr. 
Blenner"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blenner
9725 Woods Dr
Skokie, IL 60077-4441





Mully Music 
<mail@mullymusic.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Mully 
Music

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mully Music
PO Box 1422
Easton, MA 02334-1422





Mumtaza Guthrie 
<tazag@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Mumtaza Guthrie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mumtaza Guthrie
3321 E Glenn St # 2
Tucson, AZ 85716-2239





Muriel Lindsay 
<comdolph@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Muriel 
Lindsay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Muriel Lindsay
1201 Bay St
Tybee Island, GA 31328-9789





Murphy Frank 
<fmurphy_1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Murphy Frank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Murphy Frank
5045 S Laflin St
Chicago, IL 60609-4940





Myra Aronow 
<myraaronow@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Myra 
Aronow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Myra Aronow
1Haddam Dock Road
Haddam, CT 06438





Myra Schegloff 
<schegloff@labridge.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Myra 
Schegloff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Myra Schegloff
20029 Grand View Dr
Topanga, CA 90290-3318





Myrna Castaline 
<myrnac@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Myrna 
Castaline

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Myrna Castaline
PO Box 4231
Boulder, CO 80306-4231





Myrna Laracuente 
<honandba@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Myrna 
Laracuente

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Myrna Laracuente
69 Hickory Way
Mt Arlington, NJ 07856-1355





Myrna Wilkinson 
<mwilkinsoncid@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Myrna 
Wilkinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Myrna Wilkinson
330 Weaver Rdg
Morehead, KY 40351-9459





Myron McVeigh 
<rawkus1924@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Myron 
McVeigh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Myron McVeigh
909 Blondeau St
Keokuk, IA 52632-4921





"M. Buckner" 
<marianb3@frontiernet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Buckner"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to point out major flaws regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too huge to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in
14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor.  It
is shocking that it may adversely affect as much as 100 federally
listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species.

The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and
ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 years at most.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right.

This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure
projects around the country, both in terms of geographic and temporal
scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and
protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mrs. M. Buckner
104 Wildflower Ln
Shepherdstown, WV 25443-4197



"M. Cardenas" 
<appletree7711@live.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Cardenas"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. M. Cardenas
131 Green Briar Dr
Branson, MO 65616-9113





"M. Dibb" 
<mpd_nd1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Dibb"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

M. Dibb
400 Boonville Rd
Ukiah, CA 95482-9301





"M. Jeanne Finske" 
<jfinske@cscsisters.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Jeanne Finske"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. M. Jeanne Finske
St. Mary'S-Bertrand Hall
Notre Dame, IN 46556





"M. Katja Fried" 
<katja.fried@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Katja Fried"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

A lifelong conservationist, I am writing to register several concerns
and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. M. Katja Fried
43 Glenbrook Ave
Camarillo, CA 93010-1915





"M. Rae" 
<sheijo@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Rae"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. M. Rae
3006 Avenue O 1/2
Galveston, TX 77550-6858





"M. Renee Krempasky" 
<mrckrn@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to "M. 
Renee Krempasky"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. M. Renee Krempasky
146 Ontario St
Peckville, PA 18452-1427





"M.A. Kinnaman" 
<rancherfromhell@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "M.A. 
Kinnaman"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. M.A. Kinnaman
PO Box 688
Kiowa, CO 80117-0688





N chow 
<nchow_lv@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to N 
chow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

N chow
3995 Belhaven St
Las Vegas, NV 89147-4525





Nadya Tichman 
<nadyatichman@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Nadya Tichman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nadya Tichman
1789 Leimert Blvd
Oakland, CA 94602-1929





Nadyne Orloff 
<nadyneis@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Nadyne Orloff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nadyne Orloff
1086 Dixon Rd
Boulder, CO 80302-8748





Nadyne Orloff 
<nadyneis@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Nadyne Orloff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nadyne Orloff
1086 Dixon Rd
Boulder, CO 80302-8748





Nam Kaur Khalsa 
<namkaur@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Nam 
Kaur Khalsa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nam Kaur Khalsa
16 Shady Ln
Espanola, NM 87532-9632





namita dalal 
<namitadalal@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
namita dalal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. namita dalal
277xx
Los Altos, CA 94022





"Nan St.Michael" 
<sagetrekker@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to "Nan 
St.Michael"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nan St.Michael
4545 SW Highway 101
Lincoln City, OR 97367-1549





Nancy and Pat Hummel  
<nhummel@austin.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
and Pat Hummel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy and Pat Hummel
5112 Doss Rd
Austin, TX 78734-1209





NANCY ANDERSON 
<nancya@bisp.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
NANCY ANDERSON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. NANCY ANDERSON
612 Chestnut St
Ashland, OR 97520-1549





Nancy Bengtson 
<ninais@npgcable.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Bengtson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Bengtson
165 Verde Valley School Rd
Sedona, AZ 86351-9006





Nancy Boyer 
<nlbb@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Boyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Boyer
210 3rd St
Shenandoah, VA 22849-1513





Nancy Brenner 
<nancybrenner@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Brenner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Brenner
37258 Huckaby Ln
Murrieta, CA 92562-3258





Nancy Campbell 
<ndcamp@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. Please be wise and careful stewards of our precious
wild habitats and the wild things that live there.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nancy Campbell
4926 Cherryhill Ct
Indianapolis, IN 46254-9549





Nancy Cervenka 
<ncervenka@tampabay.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Cervenka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Cervenka
902 53rd St S
Gulfport, FL 33707-2559





Nancy Crom 
<ncrom1@nycap.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Crom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Crom
41 Russell Rd
Colonie, NY 12205-3312





Nancy Dailey 
<punkinathome@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Dailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Dailey
5412 Las Trampas Way NW
Albuquerque, NM 87120-2324





Nancy Daly 
<gimmeshelter2@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Daly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

We need to protect the wildlife of our planet, and the lands that they
need to live on...before we become the next endangered species.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Daly
847 Bucksport Rd



Ellsworth, ME 04605-2879



Nancy Dana-Morales 
<nancylynndana@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Dana-Morales

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Dana-Morales
10229 Hadley Ave
Northridge, CA 91324-1118





Nancy Enright 
<smilesftly@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Enright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Enright
25 Elizabeth Rd
South Berwick, ME 03908-2174





Nancy feenstra 
<avanti1@windstream.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
feenstra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy feenstra
149 Frissell Rd
Jamestown, NY 14701-9339





Nancy Fifer 
<guss46@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Fifer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Fifer
16077 Willow Creek Rd
Lewes, DE 19958-3621





Nancy Freeman 
<rnfreeman@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Freeman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Freeman



Nancy Gathing 
<gathingn@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Gathing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Gathing
3701 Tulane Ave
Madison, WI 53714-2952





Nancy Gingrich 
<nanseegee@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Gingrich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Gingrich
5775 Vine Hill Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2044





Nancy Green 
<gretagreen35@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nancy Green
1020 Barton Dr
Normal, IL 61761-4213





nancy gutierrez 
<lilgutz11@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to nancy 
gutierrez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. nancy gutierrez
1 Circle A Dr
Palm Desert, CA 92260-6409





Nancy Harter 
<nharter@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Harter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Harter
1616 Capitol Way S
Olympia, WA 98501-2248





Nancy Harvey 
<n_harvey@ymail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Harvey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nancy Harvey
6 Fontaine Ave
Rumford, ME 04276-3855





Nancy Hemberger 
<nancy.hemberger@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Hemberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Hemberger
47 Sycamore Dr
Reading, PA 19606-9538





Nancy Hiestand 
<nancya0624@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Hiestand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Hiestand
526 S Campus Way
Davis, CA 95616-3523





Nancy Horvath 
<nancyh5@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Horvath

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Horvath
28 Village Grn Apt H
Budd Lake, NJ 07828-1328





Nancy Humphrey 
<nancyinsv@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Humphrey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Humphrey
PO Box 5
212-1 Bitterroot Rd
Sun Valley, ID 83353-0005





Nancy Johnson 
<nancyjhomes@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Johnson
73465 315th St
Collins, IA 50055-8054





Nancy Jones 
<nancy@luminousfrogs.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Jones
3037 NW Market St Apt C314
Seattle, WA 98107-4243





Nancy Kilgore 
<nncklgr@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Kilgore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Kilgore
1444 Brittany Ln NE
Apt L101
Lacey, WA 98516-4725





Nancy Ledgerwood 
<nancy.ledgerwood@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Ledgerwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Nancy Ledgerwood
431 Greenacres Dr
Crawfordsville, IN 47933-2032





Nancy Liebert 
<neliebert@epix.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Liebert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Liebert
PO Box 286
Eagles Mere, PA 17731-0286





Nancy Lowe 
<nlowe@mit.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Lowe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nancy Lowe
22 Harlow St
Arlington, MA 02474-6802





nancy mariani 
<nancy.mariani53@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to nancy 
mariani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. nancy mariani
23 Hamilton Blvd
Kenmore, NY 14217-1907





Nancy McRae-Case 
<casen@amtrak.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
McRae-Case

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy McRae-Case
2441 Abigail Ct
Prince Frederick, MD 20678-3399





Nancy Metrick 
<nancymetrick@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Metrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Metrick
1020 SE Haig St
Portland, OR 97202-2739





Nancy mitchell 
<nmitchell1210@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy mitchell
1210 Westview Ter
Laurel, MD 20707-3518





Nancy Nagle 
<nancynagleca@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Nagle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Nagle
2 Farvue Rd
Novato, CA 94947-4329





Nancy Oravetz 
<noravetz@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Oravetz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Oravetz
20 Meridian Rd
Norwalk, CT 06853-1619





Nancy Orons 
<nancy_810@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Orons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Orons
810 Birchfield Ct
Wexford, PA 15090-8780





Nancy Palter 
<palter@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Palter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Palter
1508 S Carmelina Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3622





nancy pearson 
<chateau-65@tampabay
.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to nancy 
pearson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. nancy pearson
312 Hillpoint Dr
Palm Harbor, FL 34683-5443





Nancy Pettingill  
<nanekica@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Pettingill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Pettingill
3540 Copper St
Boulder, CO 80304-1840





Nancy Pietrunti  
<nancy022@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Pietrunti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Pietrunti
12850 W State Road 84 Lot 7-17
Davie, FL 33325-3322





Nancy Poindexter 
<moomintroll9@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Poindexter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Poindexter
622 E Utica St
Sellersburg, IN 47172-1409





Nancy Radford 
<nradford@nvbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Radford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Radford
7623 Jimson Dr
Reno, NV 89511-1365





Nancy Ranieri 
<peacebeach@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Ranieri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Ranieri
1647 Aidenn Lair Rd
Dresher, PA 19025-1235





Nancy Rosenberg 
<njrose@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Rosenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Rosenberg
1880 White Oak Dr Apt 116
Houston, TX 77009-7548





Nancy Ruckert 
<fgnlr95@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Ruckert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Ruckert
718 John St
Secaucus, NJ 07094-3208





"Nancy R. Griffith" 
<rahijasaad@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Nancy R. Griffith"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy R. Griffith
1120 44th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3731





Nancy Schimmel 
<nancy@sisterschoice.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Schimmel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Schimmel
1639 Channing Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1651





Nancy Shatto RN 
<oceanviewwellness@m
sn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Shatto RN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Shatto RN
22045 Camp Dr
Millsboro, DE 19966-3671





Nancy Sherman 
<njbrowne8@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Sherman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Sherman
5514 Bobcat Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-7489





nancy simon 
<nesimon@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to nancy 
simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. nancy simon
321 Anacapa St Ste D
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-2352





Nancy Stamper 
<njsprof@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Stamper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

As an American and a respector of nature and our environment, I am
fed-up with our government being willingly bullied by the mining and
oil industries just to gain more monies for ther own personal use. All
three branches of our corrupt goverment have sold out to the 1%, the
greedy, powerful, evil polluters of humanity, the destroyers of our
planet. Stop it, now consider the consequences for once.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Stamper
1417 Elliot Dr
Munster, IN 46321-3120



Nancy Summers 
<elengaii2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Summers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register strong concerns about the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan, and to make several requests regarding it.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big.
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states and over 15,000
miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and it may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to allow
"taking" of endangered species. It is impossible for either
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or of
other threats to species, may be decades from now. It is entirely
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill off
endangered species half a century into the future.  This is even more
the case when no one knows how those species may react to climate
change, to disease, to further habitat loss, or to a whole host of
other things. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have
proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to no
more than 10 years.

The NiSource plan is something new.  If it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right because this HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country.  It will
set precedent for both geographic and temporal scope. If this one plan
is approved without adequate analysis and protective measures for
species, then other corporations will certainly try their luck, and FWS
will be hard pressed to rein in excessive demands, having allowed them
in this case.

In short, there is too much at stake, and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved in its present form.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Summers
311 Sandalwood Dr
Richmond, VA 23229-7636





Nancy Sykes 
<nsykes1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Sykes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Sykes
26723 Pamela Dr
Canyon Country, CA 91351-4805





Nancy Tally 
<ntally@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Tally

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Tally



Nancy Tucker 
<tucker1416@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Tucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Tucker
97 Pie Hill Rd
Goshen, CT 06756-2025





Nancy Verlinde 
<nverlind@steelcase.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Verlinde

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

With all the technology and wisdom we now have in this country it
baffles me that stupid greed can win over good judgment.  We cannot
bring back endangered species once they are gone - what are we leaving
our children and grandchildren?  There have to be other options!
Please don't destroy more!  "It is our collective and individual
responsibility...to preserve and tend to the environment in which we
all live" -  Dalai Lama



Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Verlinde
3130 N M 37 Hwy
Middleville, MI 49333-8829



Nancy Washton 
<redliana2@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Washton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nancy Washton
405 Sierra St
Richland, WA 99354-2047





Nancy White 
<thentheresnance@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nancy White
3506 Palmer Park Blvd
Colorado Springs, CO 80909-3202





Nancy Woolley 
<superfarmor2004@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Woolley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Woolley
121 Greenbrook Dr
Stoughton, MA 02072-4914





"Nancy W. Fellenz" 
<mtnpeace2@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Nancy W. Fellenz"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Besides, it is time NOW to realize that we all live on this big,
beautiful blue planet, every species.  We need to treat each other with
dignity and respect.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy W. Fellenz



4908 38th Way S
Apt 302
St Petersburg, FL 33711-4843



Nancy Yauger 
<yaugerclan@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Nancy 
Yauger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Yauger
144 Plum St
Greenville, PA 16125-1768





Nandine Hatvany 
<ondinah@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Nandine Hatvany

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nandine Hatvany
PO Box 2366
Mill Valley, CA 94942-2366





nanette cronk 
<nanettecronk@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
nanette cronk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. nanette cronk
11499 Glen Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-4923





Naomi Roht Arriaza 
<rohtarri@uchastings.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Naomi Roht Arriaza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Naomi Roht Arriaza
1084 Tevlin St
Albany, CA 94706-2467





Naomi Rosen 
<nsrosen@uclalumni.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Naomi Rosen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Naomi Rosen
2924 Avila Bay Pl
Davis, CA 95616-2969





Natalie Lilja 
<natalie.lilja@prodigy.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Natalie Lilja

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Lilja

VA





Natalie Maurer 
<natalie.maurer@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Natalie Maurer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Maurer
4601 W 1st St
Los Angeles, CA 90004-4900





Natalie Schrey 
<natalieschrey@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Natalie Schrey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Natalie Schrey
5840 Estes Ln
Wesley Chapel, FL 33545-4329





Natalie Wainwright  
<nsx12@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Natalie Wainwright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing with several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big.
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles
of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately 100
federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species.

50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now.

It is completely rash and inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future.

The strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.

The plan needs to be partitioned into smaller, geographically and
ecologically cohesive, units. Assessment of the state of the ecologies
of the units affected and the species that reside in them at
reasonable, i.e. 2-4-year intervals should be written into the plan and
permits should be revocable if necessary.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Natalie Wainwright
1729 Harrison St
Evanston, IL 60201-2326



Natasha Birdsey 
<bittersweet3@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Natasha Birdsey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natasha Birdsey
PO Box 694
Arden, NC 28704-0694





Natasha Thurston 
<sweetbear_88@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Natasha Thurston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natasha Thurston

CA





Nate atkins 
<wu_chavez@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Nate 
atkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nate atkins
3480 Sawtelle Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066-2100





Nate Hausman 
<nhausman@lclark.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nate 
Hausman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nate Hausman
2041 Paseo Dorado Apt 8
La Jolla, CA 92037-3360





Nate Roman 
<djmothra@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nate 
Roman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nate Roman
17 Westover St
West Roxbury, MA 02132-1317





Nathalie Pettus 
<nathalie@overlookfarm
mo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Nathalie Pettus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nathalie Pettus
813 S 4th St
Clarksville, MO 63336-3002





Nathan Chapman 
<snow.ape@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Chapman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Chapman
280
Boulder, CO 80305





Nathan Jackson 
<natejman@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Jackson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several
smaller geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to at least 10
or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake:  NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Jackson
16158 SW 108th Ave Apt 133
Tigard, OR 97224-4434





Nathan Judy 
<nathanejudy@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Judy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Judy
2 W 70th St
Kansas City, MO 64113-2565





Nathan Lord 
<nlord@dawsonschool.o
rg>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Lord

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Lord
1814 Jefferson Ave
Longmont, CO 80501-4795





Nathan Myers 
<natemyers42@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Myers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Myers
931 J St
Apt 74
Davis, CA 95616-2342





Nathan Roy 
<etripikal@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Roy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Roy
208 4th St NE
Dilworth, MN 56529-1218





Nathan Smith 
<fancysmith@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Smith
1101 Laveta Ter Apt 20
Los Angeles, CA 90026-4375





Nathan Taylor 
<natalukas@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Taylor
536 Rio Virgin Dr
St George, UT 84790-7831





Nathan Wiles 
<nate_weasel@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Nathan Wiles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Wiles
5425 Strasburg Dr
Greensboro, NC 27407-6483





NATHANA MARUNICH 
<nalomaru@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
NATHANA MARUNICH

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. NATHANA MARUNICH
100 Ruth St
Pittsburgh, PA 15211-2308





Nathaniel Grubbs 
<dear_sherlock@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Nathaniel Grubbs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathaniel Grubbs
205 Denali Ct
Morrisville, NC 27560-7464





Naumaan Hafeez 
<naumaan.hafeez@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Naumaan Hafeez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Naumaan Hafeez
6103 Marbella Blvd
Apollo Beach, FL 33572-2903





Neahle Madden 
<madneahle@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Neahle Madden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

There are several concerns and requests concerning the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 12
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Neahle Madden
3656 Evergreen Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7639





Neal Madnick 
<jabstep@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Neal 
Madnick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neal Madnick
16910 33rd Ave
Flushing, NY 11358-1802





Nedra Glasser 
<drnedrazg@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Nedra 
Glasser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nedra Glasser
4162 Via Mar De Delfinas
San Diego, CA 92130-2670





Neetu Chopra 
<neetu.chopra78@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Neetu 
Chopra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Neetu Chopra
1851 Columbia Rd NW
Washington, DC 20009-5182





Neil Bleifeld 
<procrastus@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Neil 
Bleifeld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neil Bleifeld
405 W 48th St
New York, NY 10036-1213





Neil Frazer 
<frazerone@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Neil 
Frazer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neil Frazer
1114 Michigan St
Spooner, WI 54801-1613





Neil Parthun 
<lennybrucefan@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Neil 
Parthun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neil Parthun
705 E Colorado Ave Apt 105
Urbana, IL 61801-6368





Neil Woodgate 
<nwoodgate@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Neil 
Woodgate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neil Woodgate
21236 NE 12th St
Sammamish, WA 98074-6740





Neill Gibson 
<compassion81@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Neill 
Gibson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neill Gibson
315 S Coast Highway 101
# U37
Encinitas, CA 92024-3543





Neko case 
<ultrabeaver2@earthlink
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Neko 
case

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Neko case
2004 E Spring St
Tucson, AZ 85719-3428





nelda farrow 
<nelda124@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to nelda 
farrow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. nelda farrow
18200 Bethel Rd
Shawnee, OK 74801-9303





Nels Flesher 
<nelsflesher@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Nels 
Flesher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nels Flesher
15 E Shasta St
Orland, CA 95963-1513





Nels Kelstrom 
<nelsk@whidbey.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nels 
Kelstrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nels Kelstrom
6253 Spinnaker Ridge Ln
Clinton, WA 98236-9546





Nelson Baker 
<onegoldeneagle@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Nelson Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nelson Baker
40410 Fitzgerald Rd
Bethesda, OH 43719-9721





nelson myers 
<nickers2pa@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
nelson myers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. nelson myers
2802 George St
Harrisburg, PA 17109-3525





Nerina Perez 
<nerina_perez@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Nerina Perez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nerina Perez
95354 Highway 101 S
Yachats, OR 97498-9713





Newell Nussbaumer 
<newell@buffalorising.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Newell Nussbaumer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Newell Nussbaumer
121 Norwood Ave
Buffalo, NY 14222-2152





Nfn Lee 
<parrislee@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Nfn 
Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nfn Lee
PO Box 160221
Brooklyn, NY 11216-0221





Nhelson Jaramillo 
<nhelsonj@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Nhelson Jaramillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nhelson Jaramillo
540 W 55th St
New York, NY 10019-3530





Nic Barile 
<moggy71@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Nic 
Barile

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nic Barile
643 monterey blvd
san francisco, CA 94127





Nicholas Laswell 
<laswelln@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Nicholas Laswell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Laswell
2819 N Fitzhugh Ave Apt 1136
Dallas, TX 75204-3162





Nicholas Littlejohn 
<nicklittlejohn@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Nicholas Littlejohn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Improper NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Littlejohn
505 W 38th St
Austin, TX 78705-1319





"Nicholas 
Sfouggatakis@gmail.c" 
<nasfouggatakis
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Nicholas 
Sfouggatakis@gmail.c"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nicholas Sfouggatakis@gmail.c
880 Mandalay Ave
# 880
Clearwater Beach, FL 33767-1242





Nichole Patraw 
<ndpatraw@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Nichole Patraw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Nichole Patraw
4424 Blakewood Dr
Shakopee, MN 55379-5826





Nick Balla 
<nick.balla@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Nick 
Balla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nick Balla
9 Lamont Ave
Apt 401
Hamilton, NJ 08619-3122





Nicki Stoneman 
<nickistoneman@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Nicki 
Stoneman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nicki Stoneman
412 Chester St
Painesville, OH 44077-4167





Nickolas Hein 
<nickolas.hein@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Nickolas Hein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nickolas Hein
803 E Brockway Ave
Morgantown, WV 26501-6285





Nicolas Petersen 
<ncjp88@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Nicolas Petersen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicolas Petersen
3229 SW Luradel St
Portland, OR 97219-6936





Nicolas Tamburri  
<27webmail@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Nicolas Tamburri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicolas Tamburri



Nicole Braun 
<nbraun67@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Braun

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Braun
117 Wenonah St
Traverse City, MI 49686-3052





Nicole Eppstein 
<niceppst@umich.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Eppstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Eppstein
5103 Ford Ave
Toledo, OH 43612-3015





Nicole Knauber 
<noclue1182@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Knauber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Knauber
18 Royal Palm Dr
Cheektowaga, NY 14225-3712





Nicole LeClaire Brown 
<nlbrown623@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
LeClaire Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole LeClaire Brown
160 Keonekai Rd
Apt 10-201
Kihei, HI 96753-7130





Nicole Monforti  
<nicole.monforti@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Monforti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Monforti
11 Fairhaven Rd Fl 2
Mattapoisett, MA 02739-1413





Nicole Muldowney 
<nikalas83@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Muldowney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nicole Muldowney
2035 Brians Ln
Suffolk, VA 23434-6330





Nicole Nelson 
<nmn129@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nicole Nelson
18 Golf Ave
Clarendon Hills, IL 60514-1222





Nicole Perrot 
<nicole4antares@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Perrot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Perrot
12021 Wilshire Blvd # 239
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1206





Nicole Picard 
<mamabear@happyhipp
ie.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Picard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Picard
2016 Race St
Denver, CO 80205-5636





Nicole Rupke 
<nicolerupke@wi.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Rupke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Nicole Rupke
W142 N8000 Thorndell Dr.
Menomonee Falls, WI 53051-4302





Nicole Schrank 
<nicolelauren33@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Schrank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Schrank
36 Madison Ave
Westbury, NY 11590-4310





Nicole Stern 
<nicoleelenastern@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Stern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nicole Stern
601 S Church St
Winston Salem, NC 27101-5318





Nicole Weber 
<nicole4770@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Nicole 
Weber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nicole Weber
7621 Paradise Beach Rd
Pasadena, MD 21122-3514





Nídia Rocha 
<n_vidia@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nídia 
Rocha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nídia Rocha
Gaia
Porto, None 4430





Nigel Sawyer 
<nigelsawyer@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nigel 
Sawyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nigel Sawyer
2394 Lawrenceville Hwy
Unit K
Decatur, GA 30033-3152





Nikhil Bahl 
<nikhil@nikhilbahl.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Nikhil 
Bahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nikhil Bahl
8 Hawk Run Ct
Montgomery Village, MD 20886-4365





Nina Aronoff 
<naronoff@wheelock.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Aronoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nina Aronoff
100 Bourne St
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130-4624





Nina Faulkner 
<ninafaulkner@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Faulkner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nina Faulkner
635 Robinson Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4111





Nina Granlund 
<granlund785@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Granlund

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nina Granlund
52 Nandina Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4919





Nina Koepcke 
<nina@ninakstudio.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Koepcke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nina Koepcke
916 El Rio Dr
San Jose, CA 95125-2714





Nina Krause 
<ninakrs@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Krause

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nina Krause
1704 E Hunter Ave
Bloomington, IN 47401-5233





Nina Monasevitch 
<oceanmana@hawaiian
tel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Monasevitch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nina Monasevitch
4457 Laukini Rd
Lihue, HI 96766-9431





Nina morgan 
<busiahome@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nina 
morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nina morgan
gurnee
IL, IL 60031





Nina Nozemack 
<ninanoz@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Nozemack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Nina Nozemack
1803 Vista Ln
Lutherville, MD 21093-5225





Nina Paterno 
<cleo1035@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Paterno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nina Paterno
1035 Osage St
Silver Spring, MD 20903-3045





Nina Root 
<n.root@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Root

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nina Root
400 E 59th St
New York, NY 10022-2342





Nina Wouk 
<nwouk@ix.netcom.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Nina 
Wouk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nina Wouk
1259 El Camino Real # 215
Menlo Park, CA 94025-4208





Noel-Anne Brennan 
<nbrennan@etal.uri.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Noel-Anne Brennan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Noel-Anne Brennan
231 Curtis Corner Rd
Peace Dale, RI 02879-2129





nokomis callender 
<savagecoeur33@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
nokomis callender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss nokomis callender
135 Pomar St
St Augustine, FL 32084-4855





Nona Clarke 
<nonaemail@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Nona 
Clarke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nona Clarke
548 SE 6th Ave Apt C
Hillsboro, OR 97123-4998





Nora Taylor Jaffe 
<ntayjaff@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Nora 
Taylor Jaffe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nora Taylor Jaffe
2424 Ellentown Rd
La Jolla, CA 92037-1109





Noreen Cullen 
<noreen@faeryspirit.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Noreen Cullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Noreen Cullen
30 Delmar Rd
Glastonbury, CT 06033-3409





Noreen Wheller 
<redwolf91@mindspring
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Noreen Wheller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Noreen Wheller
125 Avalon Cir
Smithtown, NY 11787-3856





norm fraker 
<normfraker@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to norm 
fraker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. norm fraker
1059 14th Ave SW
Albany, OR 97321-2106





Norma Campbell 
<sqrrlady@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Norma Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Norma Campbell
37 Decorah Ln
Campbell, CA 95008-2424





Norma Hansson 
<hanssonng@whidbeyis
land.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Norma Hansson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Norma Hansson
4911 Haines Rd
Freeland, WA 98249-9794





Norman Benjamin Jr  
<zhadum@epix.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Norman Benjamin Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman Benjamin Jr
5996 Mercur Hill Rd
Wyalusing, PA 18853-8931





Norman Hartz 
<baalthamel@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Norman Hartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman Hartz
14 Stewart Pl Apt D
Fair Lawn, NJ 07410-4399





Norman Morley 
<nmorley39@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Norman Morley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman Morley
1440 Amador St Apt 3
San Pablo, CA 94806-4052





Norman Pugliese 
<nlpugliese@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Norman Pugliese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman Pugliese
86 West Valley Brook Road
Long Valley, NJ 07853-3092





Norman Zachlod 
<zacnorman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Norman Zachlod

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman Zachlod
18 Paramount Dr
Seymour, CT 06483-3018





Nova Kim 
<wildorganic@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Nova 
Kim

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nova Kim
1281 Bloodbrook Rd
Fairlee, VT 05045-9716





"N. B. Spence" 
<nbspence@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "N. B. 
Spence"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. N. B. Spence
PO Box 4679
Overland Park, KS 66204-0679





"N. POTTER" 
<shellynpotter@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "N. 
POTTER"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. N. POTTER
7050 S 1300 W Apt 91
West Jordan, UT 84084-7411





Oceanah D'amore 
<cedamore@charter.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Oceanah D'amore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Oceanah D'amore
405 Talent Ave
Talent, OR 97540-8696





Odean Cusack 
<toadean@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Odean Cusack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Odean Cusack
2730 Butler Pike
Plymouth Meeting, PA 19462-1122





Odin Waters 
<chamfles@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Odin 
Waters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Odin Waters
389 Pine St
Providence, RI 02903-4517





Olivia Compton 
<livcompton@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Olivia 
Compton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olivia Compton
2806 Township Road 155
Cardington, OH 43315-9307





olivia haub 
<omhaub@haubi.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to olivia 
haub

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. olivia haub
510 Center St
Garwood, NJ 07027-1410





Olivia Titcomb 
<chpielme12321@aim.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Olivia 
Titcomb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olivia Titcomb
34 Hickory Cir
Holden, MA 01520-1159





Omar and Penny Logan 
<sailomar@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Omar 
and Penny Logan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Omar and Penny Logan
44 Blaine Dr
Palm Coast, FL 32137-7373





Omar Siddique 
<omars1234@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Omar 
Siddique

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Omar Siddique
4517 Rebecca Ct
Ellicott City, MD 21043-6010





ongaub obuab 
<ireth_alcarin1@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
ongaub obuab

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ongaub obuab
obuab
ouab, FL 33510





oresta szeparowycz 
<oresta13@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to oresta 
szeparowycz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. oresta szeparowycz
22 Tally Ho Dr
Dover Plains, NY 12522-6073





Orianne Sharir 
<orisharir@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Orianne Sharir

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Orianne Sharir
420 12th St Apt P3l
Brooklyn, NY 11215-5180





Orlando R Reyes Sr 
<orlandorrsr@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Orlando R Reyes Sr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Orlando R Reyes Sr
651 W 171st St Apt 57
New York, NY 10032-3004





Otto Cache 
<ocache1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Otto 
Cache

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Otto Cache
PO Box 234
Torrance, CA 90507-0234





Owen Diamond 
<odfivei@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Owen 
Diamond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Owen Diamond
80 N Moore St Apt 34e
New York, NY 10013-2775





Ozzie Roman 
<ozfran@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ozzie 
Roman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ozzie Roman
11852 Wutzke St
Garden Grove, CA 92845-1338





P Johnson 
<peggye1@airmail.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to P 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. P Johnson
5148 Amesbury Dr Apt 218
Dallas, TX 75206-4352





P M 
<2northsouth2@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to P M

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

P M



P Sneed 
<pumachili@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to P 
Sneed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. P Sneed
252 Peaceful Valley Rd
Roswell, NM 88201-9790





Paige Ziehlermartin  
<paige_ziehlermartin@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paige 
Ziehlermartin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paige Ziehlermartin
3715 Denair St
Pasadena, CA 91107-1304





Paivi Kangas 
<paivi00@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paivi 
Kangas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Paivi Kangas
1644 Daunting Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-7659





Palli & Michael Holubar 
<davisholubar@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Palli & 
Michael Holubar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Palli & Michael Holubar
13679 Green Rd
Wakeman, OH 44889-9244





Pam Cartwright 
<pcpoetplace@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Cartwright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Pam Cartwright
PO Box 222
Ballwin, MO 63022-0222





Pam Curtis 
<pcurtis@gstboces.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Curtis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pam Curtis
5315 Clark Rd
Conesus, NY 14435-9762





Pam Desmond 
<pamdesm@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Desmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Desmond
5121 NE 187th St
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155-4343





Pam Evans 
<gardenqueen@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Evans
PO Box 644
Kemp, TX 75143-0644





Pam Green 
<pmgreen188@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Green
8080 N Frazier St
Conroe, TX 77303-2226





PAM HOLY 
<pamholy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to PAM 
HOLY

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. PAM HOLY
5520 N Glenwood Ave
Chicago, IL 60640-1217





Pam Nalefski 
<pnalefski@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Nalefski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Nalefski
369 Sykes Hollow Rd
Pawlet, VT 05761-9418





pam ross 
<pwr@pwross.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to pam 
ross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. pam ross



Pam Uteritz 
<chirpinmom@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Pam 
Uteritz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pam Uteritz
2517 Lockner Blvd
Joliet, IL 60431-1021





pamela brandt 
<pamelabbrandt@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
pamela brandt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. pamela brandt
631 Sterling Pl
Brooklyn, NY 11238-4821





Pamela Cataldo 
<pamhere5@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Cataldo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Cataldo
5 Oxford Ct
Medford, NJ 08055-3322





Pamela Cauble 
<pjcauble@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Cauble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Cauble
29 Hillside St
Asheville, NC 28801-1109





Pamela Clark 
<pamelyns@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Clark

ABQ, NM 87123-5588





Pamela Cook 
<pamblam@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Cook
1530 S Patton Ct
Denver, CO 80219-4459





Pamela Epstein 
<pkhobbs@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Epstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Epstein
PO Box 831294
Ocala, FL 34483-1294





Pamela Gray 
<pamgray@woh.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Gray
1312 Swallow Ct
Miamisburg, OH 45342-4275





pamela green 
<greenmeanzgo@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
pamela green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. pamela green
322 Lake St
Kalamazoo, MI 49001-2811





Pamela Harris 
<pamharris810@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Harris
3404 S 176th St
Seatac, WA 98188-4024





Pamela Hatfield 
<phatfield5@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Hatfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Hatfield
7824 78th Way
West Palm Beach, FL 33407-6779





Pamela Price 
<elka215@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Price

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Price
859 Travers St
Union, NJ 07083-7113





Pamela Reed 
<sgrphoto@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Reed
20740 SW Vienna Dr
Beaverton, OR 97007-4113





Pamela Richardson 
<profhound@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Richardson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Richardson
5741 N Lansing Ave
Chicago, IL 60646-5616





Pamela Rosenthal 
<pamelalrosenthal@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Rosenthal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Rosenthal
2028 Creekside Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8019





Pamela Thinesen 
<pamthinesen@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Thinesen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Thinesen
828 Paul Pkwy NE
Blaine, MN 55434-3130





Pamela Timmerman 
<peej@lanl.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Timmerman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Timmerman
PO Box 175
Chimayo, NM 87522-0175





Pamela Utterback 
<nilerivergoddess@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela Utterback

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Utterback
PO Box 11
Kimberton, PA 19442-0011





Pamela VourosCallahan 
<pamelazoe@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Pamela VourosCallahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela VourosCallahan

Granger, IN 46530





"Pamela W. Combes" 
<pam.combes@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
"Pamela W. Combes"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela W. Combes
512 W San Vicente St
Silver City, NM 88061-4857





Pandora Edmonston 
<pandora@yosemite.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Pandora Edmonston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pandora Edmonston
4279 Grist Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701





Parag Shah 
<parags@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Parag 
Shah

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Parag Shah
1025 Williams Way Apt 2
Mountain View, CA 94040-3423





Pari Wescott 
<giriandpari@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Pari 
Wescott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pari Wescott
14711 Comet St
Irvine, CA 92604-2403





Parker Eudy 
<pce2@rice.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Parker Eudy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Parker Eudy
6320 Main St
Houston, TX 77005-1843





Pat Anderson 
<pjaander@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Anderson
538 Echo Ct
Saline, MI 48176-1269





Pat Bird 
<pat.bird@coloradohom
es.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Bird

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Bird
10662 Brewer Dr
Northglenn, CO 80234-3726





Pat Cuviello 
<pcuvie@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Cuviello

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pat Cuviello
PO Box 2834
Redwood City, CA 94064-2834





Pat Grady 
<grady_pat@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Grady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pat Grady
160 Sycamore Dr
Grants Pass, OR 97526-9034





Pat Jenkins 
<pljenk01@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Jenkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Jenkins
7509 Gleason Rd
Edina, MN 55439-2559





Pat Kruse 
<patk@sapphirerealty.tv
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Kruse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pat Kruse
5700 Baltimore Dr
La Mesa, CA 91942-1616





Pat lestz 
<patricialestz@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Pat 
lestz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pat lestz
7301 Vista Del Mar Apt B107
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-7667





Pat Melody 
<patricia.melody@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Melody

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pat Melody
1682 W Alps Dr
Upland, CA 91784-2510





Pat Stitzinger 
<bylmbr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Stitzinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pat Stitzinger
412 Hemlock Rd
Flourtown, PA 19031-2211





Pat Trani 
<pattrani93@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Pat 
Trani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Pat Trani
147 New Canaan Ave
Norwalk, CT 06850-1915





Patrice Reinecke 
<iw1964@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patrice Reinecke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patrice Reinecke
40 Aqueduct Ave
Yonkers, NY 10704-3906





Patricia Bianca 
<sonjebianca@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Bianca

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Bianca
9208 Oswald Way Apt 1b
Rosedale, MD 21237-1233





Patricia Black 
<pablank00@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Black
303 Melrose St
Rochester, NY 14619-1807





Patricia Blaha 
<patricia.blaha@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Blaha

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Blaha
280 Flamingo Dr
Melbourne Beach, FL 32951-3729





Patricia Bonney 
<pattybonney@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Bonney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patricia Bonney
8625 SW Oleson Rd
Portland, OR 97223-6828





Patricia Boud 
<lymebabe4864@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Boud

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Patricia Boud
66 Martin Dr
Whiting, NJ 08759-3732





Patricia Bowne 
<fetishdragonfire@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Bowne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Bowne
4112 E Flower St
Tucson, AZ 85712-1834





Patricia Brech 
<patricia.brech@jhuapl.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Brech

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  Please stop and think before
acting on this.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Brech
5813 Richardson Mews Sq
Baltimore, MD 21227-4291





Patricia Brendel 
<patbrendel@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Brendel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Brendel
630 Pleasant St
Canton, MA 02021-3329





Patricia Carcasses 
<pcarcasses@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Carcasses

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Carcasses
2741a SE 141st Ave
Portland, OR 97236-2979





Patricia Cardoso 
<p.cardoso@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Cardoso

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Cardoso
7363 193rd St
Fresh Meadows, NY 11366-1831





Patricia Daly 
<pdaly@ci.berkeley.ca.u
s>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Daly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Daly
206 Commodore Dr
Richmond, CA 94804-7426





Patricia Daniels 
<pacdaniels@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Daniels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Daniels
3525 Country Club Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90019-2009





Patricia Davis 
<widdershins3@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Davis
615 Santa Ray Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-1720





Patricia Ferrari  
<patty5138@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Ferrari

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Ferrari
175 Miramonte Dr
Moraga, CA 94556-1003





"Patricia Finder-Stone, 
RN, MS" 
<stone@netnet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Patricia Finder-Stone, 
RN, MS"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Finder-Stone, RN, MS
985 N Broadway
De Pere, WI 54115-2667





Patricia Gause 
<pgause@stny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Gause

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Gause
3 Kingsgate Ln
Owego, NY 13827-1213





Patricia Giurleo 
<pag2105@columbia.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Giurleo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Giurleo
4501 Broadway Apt 5e
New York, NY 10040-2411





Patricia Gorospe 
<tucson79@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Gorospe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Gorospe
10682 E Placita Los Reyes
Tucson, AZ 85748-6816





Patricia Green 
<pgre@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Green
138 Pond Brook Rd
Huntington, MA 01050-9620





Patricia Gump 
<patricia943@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Gump

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patricia Gump
5 N Washington St
Masontown, PA 15461-1809





Patricia Hansen 
<patriciana@nyc.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Hansen
476 Broadway Apt 9r
New York, NY 10013-2642





Patricia Hval 
<fineco@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Hval

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Hval
124 Granite St
Westerly, RI 02891-2435





Patricia Jacobs 
<jacobspatricia@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Jacobs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Jacobs
115 W Front St
Perrysburg, OH 43551-1473





Patricia 
Kielberg-McClenahan 
<mccats@wildblue.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia 
Kielberg-McClenahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I personally, am sick and tired of huge corporations bending sensible
environmental laws just to make a profit. If we don't take care of the
earth and its creatures, there will eventually be nothing left.
NOTHING. We must respect and nurture the environment of those species
in an area where exploration or industrial endeavors is contemplated.
At the very least, a stringent EIR should be required, to be reviewed
by both the federal government, and major environmental groups such as
Sierra Club., Project H.O.P.E.( Anthony Marr) and others, in concert
with one another.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.



In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Kielberg-McClenahan
14900 Morro Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-1612



Patricia Lauer 
<patricialauer@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Lauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Lauer
1857 Stanley Ave
Signal Hill, CA 90755-6013





Patricia Lawrence 
<adventures@audiojour
neys.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Lawrence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Lawrence
PO Box 800
Palo Cedro, CA 96073-0800





Patricia Lent 
<patlent@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Lent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Lent
818 Marywood Dr
Royal Oak, MI 48067-1728





Patricia Lindenauer 
<mietzmom_1@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Lindenauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

You have the power to make a difference here, and I implore you to
serve the planet, not the oil industry.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Lindenauer
4243 Towhee Dr



Calabasas, CA 91302-1826



Patricia Luken 
<plukenmft@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Luken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Luken
23 Oceanview Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-2305





Patricia MacKinnon 
<gmapat40@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia MacKinnon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia MacKinnon
40 Gillette Rd
Gillette, NJ 07933-1302





Patricia Masuda 
<dboyd95876@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Masuda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Masuda
17812 Killion St Unit J
Encino, CA 91316-2303





Patricia McKelvie 
<morgyne@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia McKelvie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia McKelvie
54 S Nome St
Aurora, CO 80012-1260





Patricia Mclean 
<designasor@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Mclean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Mclean
3954 Winona Ct
Denver, CO 80212-2255





Patricia Mensing 
<pmensing@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Mensing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Mensing
9200 Kentsdale Dr
Potomac, MD 20854-4529





Patricia Miller 
<trishhm@frii.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Miller
6104 Bluespruce
Bellvue, CO 80512-5687





Patricia Monacella 
<pmonacella@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Monacella

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Monacella
2908 Hideaway Rd
Fairfax, VA 22031-1327





Patricia Murphy 
<murph262@webtv.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Murphy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Patricia Murphy
262 Washington St
Gloucester, MA 01930-4818





Patricia Musick 
<musickstudio@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Musick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Musick
10 Studio Pl
Colorado Springs, CO 80904-4417





Patricia O'Keefe 
<pokeefe88@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia O'Keefe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Patricia O'Keefe
2525 59th St
Woodridge, IL 60517-1114





patricia o'shaughnessy 
<phenry53@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
patricia o'shaughnessy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. patricia o'shaughnessy
147 W 15th St
Deer Park, NY 11729-4903





Patricia Owen 
<owenjohnson@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Owen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Owen
3050 Airport Ave Ste E
Santa Monica, CA 90405-6126





Patricia Palmieri  
<bigpatz1954@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Palmieri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Palmieri
4095 Beaver Oaks Dr
Duluth, GA 30096-5674





Patricia Parker 
<pparker@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Parker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Parker
211 N 2nd St
Lewisburg, PA 17837-1517





Patricia Rahn 
<patimacy@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Rahn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Rahn
44916 10th St W
Apt 275
Lancaster, CA 93534-3041





Patricia Ranstrom 
<sunnysidec4@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Ranstrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Ranstrom
PO Box 21981
Vashon, WA 98070





Patricia Ridley 
<pjr4400@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Ridley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Ridley
4400 East West Hwy
Bethesda, MD 20814-4524





Patricia Roper 
<pcelily@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Roper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Roper
717 Payton Dr
Fredericksburg, VA 22405-2249





Patricia Rose 
<patdon@tampabay.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Rose
563 Gershwin Dr
Largo, FL 33771-1508





Patricia Szot 
<szot@u.washington.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Szot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patricia Szot
5627 Hazel Ave SE
Auburn, WA 98092-9425





Patricia Ward 
<opward42@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Ward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Ward
PO Box 405
4661 Ridge Drive
Pine Lake, GA 30072-0405





Patricia Waters 
<waters@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Waters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Waters
8844 Cypress Ave
Cotati, CA 94931-9629





Patricia Whalen 
<annyaish@annya-ishta
ra-dance.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Whalen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Whalen

NM





Patricia Whitlock 
<po1vr57@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Whitlock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Patricia Whitlock
904 Niblick Dr
Las Vegas, NV 89108-1113





Patricia Wood 
<patti39@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Wood
704 Hale Ave
Edwardsville, IL 62025-2308





Patricia Woods 
<cj1020cj@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Woods

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Woods
1024 Central Ave N Apt C13
Kent, WA 98032-3061





Patricia Wright-Stover 
<two.paws13@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Patricia Wright-Stover

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Wright-Stover
1000 Urlin Ave
Columbus, OH 43212-3362





Patrick Chandler 
<patrickchandler@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Chandler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Chandler
686 Lorraine Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90005-3611





Patrick Charles 
<patrickcharles@charter
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Charles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Charles
87476 Rhodowood Dr
Florence, OR 97439-9020





Patrick Davis 
<artstaco@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Davis
65 Knox St
Thomaston, ME 04861-3707





Patrick De La Garza 
Und Senkel 
<patrick_delagarzaunds
enkel@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick De La Garza Und 
Senkel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick De La Garza Und Senkel
1930 Blueridge Dr
Duncanville, TX 75137-4508





Patrick Fisher 
<pdf412@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Fisher
3006 Marsh Crossing Dr
Laurel, MD 20724-2972





Patrick Kapty 
<pkapty@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Kapty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Kapty
9025 Calle Del Diablo
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240-1635





Patrick Morgan 
<morgan@infokwik.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Morgan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Morgan
100 Avondale St
Liberty, MO 64068-2902





Patrick Salsich 
<psalsich@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Salsich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Salsich
1051 Hillsboro Mile # 708
Apt 708
Hillsboro Bch, FL 33062-2127





Patrick Stoffel  
<stpa0001@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Stoffel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Stoffel
2113 County Road Mm Apt 4
Fitchburg, WI 53575-2124





Patrick Walsh 
<swalsh23@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Patrick Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patrick Walsh
1121 Crandon Blvd Apt E206
Key Biscayne, FL 33149-2716





Patsy Hanrahan 
<ohanra@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Patsy 
Hanrahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patsy Hanrahan
5238 Mild Dr
Saint Louis, MO 63129-3162





Patsy Shuler 
<patshuler@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Patsy 
Shuler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patsy Shuler
1520 NE 106th St
Seattle, WA 98125-6514





Patt Doyle 
<patt@olypen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Patt 
Doyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patt Doyle
185983 Highway 101
Forks, WA 98331-9443





Patti Astor 
<pinkpoodle_68@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Patti 
Astor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Astor
1305 Waterloo St Apt B
Los Angeles, CA 90026-2346





Patti Constantino-Martin 
<ppattiplcsam@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Patti 
Constantino-Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patti Constantino-Martin
17249 Helen K Dr
Spring Hill, FL 34610-7720





Patti Johnson 
<pjspuzzles@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Patti 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Johnson
420 8th St S Apt 4
Fargo, ND 58103-1850





patti krieger 
<pkrieger1@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to patti 
krieger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. patti krieger
3609 Ransom Pl
Alexandria, VA 22306-1470





Patti Pointereau 
<roverbabe66@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Patti 
Pointereau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Pointereau
4965 N Primrose Cir
Flagstaff, AZ 86001-7854





Patti & Rich Brotman 
<rbrotpaw@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Patti 
& Rich Brotman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patti & Rich Brotman
395-07K South End Ave.
New york, NY 10280-1028





Pattie Reber 
<pattiereber@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Pattie 
Reber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pattie Reber
115 Sable Pointe Dr
Milton, GA 30004-2773





Patty Alsip 
<chephtsiybahh@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Patty 
Alsip

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patty Alsip



Patty Kirk 
<kirk6643@pacificu.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Patty 
Kirk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patty Kirk
10735 SW 175th Ave
Beaverton, OR 97007-9739





Patty Tran 
<tranpa123@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Patty 
Tran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patty Tran
7419 Chester Dr
Annandale, VA 22003-1613





Paul Andrade 
<greenfire999@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Andrade

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Andrade
440 Frio Ln
Wimberley, TX 78676-9763





Paul Bauer 
<paulb@dreamsalive.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Bauer
1755 W Partridge Ln Unit 2
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-7972





Paul Bechtel 
<elcapa@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Bechtel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Bechtel
734 Cajon St
Redlands, CA 92373-5940





Paul Bing 
<pa1938@wowway.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Bing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Bing
19612 Milan Dr
Cleveland, OH 44137-2326





Paul Blitzblau 
<pblitzblau@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Blitzblau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Blitzblau
234 W Hickory St
Canastota, NY 13032-1408





Paul Byerly 
<pb15654@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Byerly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Byerly
2508 Union Rd Lot 401
Cedar Falls, IA 50613-9193





Paul Dail 
<paul.dail@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Dail

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Dail
503 McKenzie Dr
Montezuma, GA 31063-2013





Paul Damon 
<fatboycry@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Damon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. Please help stop the destruction of our earth, for your
children and mine, thank you, Paul.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Damon
1791 Wisteria Dr
Chambersburg, PA 17202-3009





Paul Ezust 
<ezust@mcs.suffolk.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Ezust

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paul Ezust
...
Cambridge, MA 02138-1965





Paul Franzmann 
<paulie627@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Franzmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I write to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and --m0st importantly-- ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is specious to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to no more than
10 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake: NiSource's request is too big and
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Franzmann
420 Catherine St
Apt 12
Walla Walla, WA 99362-3192





Paul Haider 
<Paulhaider74@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Haider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paul Haider
501 N Clinton St
Apt 905
Chicago, IL 60654-8885





Paul Hopkins 
<info@paulhopkins.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Hopkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Hopkins
12 Bennett Ln Unit F
Norwalk, OH 44857-2642





Paul Howes 
<crankbite@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Howes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Howes
757 Ithaca Dr
Boulder, CO 80305-5722



Paul Jefferson 
<paul_jefferson_ks@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Jefferson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Jefferson
240 Alabama St
Lawrence, KS 66044-1327





Paul Kazmercyk 
<paul@kazmercyk.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Kazmercyk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Kazmercyk
32 Forest Street Ext
Branford, CT 06405-6210





Paul Macomber 
<pmacomber@zenoffpr
od.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Macomber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Macomber
125 King St
Larkspur, CA 94939-1942





Paul Marion 
<paulandkaym@bex.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Marion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Marion
2823 Cheltenham Rd
Toledo, OH 43606-3040





Paul Marquardt 
<pdmar64@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Marquardt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Marquardt
2203 Dancing Fox Rd
Decatur, GA 30032-7417





PAUL MOORE 
<moorebzst@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to PAUL 
MOORE

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. PAUL MOORE
977 US Route 2
Middlesex, VT 05602-8874





paul moreno 
<bigrockcreek@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to paul 
moreno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. paul moreno
28872 Escalona Dr
Mission Viejo, CA 92692-3918





Paul Morse 
<p7allan@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Morse
1336 Boulevard Way
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-1261





Paul Netusil 
<pdpnet@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Netusil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Netusil
9 Lachmund Ct
Old Tappan, NJ 07675-7237





Paul Norup 
<hiking.2@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Norup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Norup
1043 K St
Crescent City, CA 95531-2710





Paul Novak 
<pm.novak@hosp.wisc.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Novak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Novak
526 Glenway St
Madison, WI 53711-1764





Paul Omin 
<davjos1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Omin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Omin
140 Deer Run
Chappaqua, NY 10514-3722





Paul Pommet 
<pommet@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Pommet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

//s//
Paul H. Pommet

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Pommet



840 S Canoga St
Anaheim, CA 92804-3008



Paul Riley 
<rileypw@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Riley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Riley
64 Glenside Trl
Sparta, NJ 07871-1244





Paul Rossilli 
<gastone1@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Rossilli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Rossilli
15335 Magnolia Blvd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-1160





Paul Russell 
<paurus1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paul Russell
842 Elting Rd
Rosendale, NY 12472-9662





Paul Schiappa 
<pzschiappa@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Schiappa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Schiappa
8 Ketcham Pl
Melville, NY 11747-1407





Paul Schryba 
<pschryba@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Schryba

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan is flawed and needs to be
changed.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. As is, it covers 9.8 million acres in 14 states, and over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor. It may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Schryba
299 Chattin Ct
Mountainside, NJ 07092-1706





Paul Smith 
<shadowwalker1600@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Smith
134 Kapahulu Ave
Honolulu, HI 96815-4014





Paul Street 
<pgstreet@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Street

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Street
2357 Ames Ct
Laramie, WY 82072-1946





Paul Swartzel 
<swartzel@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Swartzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Swartzel
1160 Solon St
Dubuque, IA 52001-7338





Paul Szymanowski 
<pszymanowski@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Szymanowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Szymanowski
PO Box 74
Curtice, OH 43412-0074





Paul Tate 
<tate.paul2@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Tate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Tate
2806 W 9th St
Dallas, TX 75211-2840





Paul Teller 
<pteller@ftc-i.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Teller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Teller
120 Haynsworth St
Sumter, SC 29150-4514





Paul Tobin 
<coyotesong1@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Tobin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Tobin
215MOONHAW Rd
West Shokan, NY 12494-5201





Paul Torrence 
<paul.torrence@nau.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Torrence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paul Torrence
16282 Watergap Rd
Williams, OR 97544-9562





Paul Webber 
<pwebber233@mac.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Webber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Webber
bond Lane
Eugene, OR 97401





Paul Wechter 
<pwechter@wi.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Wechter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Wechter
1502 E Hartford Ave
Milwaukee, WI 53211-3034





Paul Wilgus 
<heath0043@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Wilgus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Wilgus
PO Box 812
Rural Retreat, VA 24368-0812





Paul Wilkins 
<pdwinla@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Paul 
Wilkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Wilkins
350 Burchett St Apt 233
Glendale, CA 91203-1373





Paula Bargiel 
<pbargiel1@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Bargiel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Bargiel
706 N Western Ave
Park Ridge, IL 60068-2552





Paula Bourgeois 
<ps1clb2@mesanetwork
s.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Bourgeois

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Barry commoner,US biologist/environmentalist said."The first law
of ecology is that everything is related to everything else." By
allowing HCP and this pipeline we may be signing our own death warrant.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Bourgeois



108 Cedar Trl
Woodland Park, CO 80863-8600



Paula Bueno 
<clifford1616@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Bueno

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Bueno

FL 33415-4731





Paula Goff 
<chica777@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Goff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Goff
Belle Oaks Ranch
2254 N 1225 W
Battle Ground, IN 47920-8026





Paula Hallberg 
<pjerhall@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Hallberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Hallberg
13255 Venetian Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20904-3264





Paula Hawkins 
<hawkeye_86@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Hawkins
3639 Bancroft St
San Diego, CA 92104-4308





Paula Huffman 
<roseypinkjoi12000@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Huffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Huffman
1988 Bookbinder Dr
Las Vegas, NV 89108-2791





Paula Krauss 
<pkrauss1@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Krauss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paula Krauss
66 Girard Ave Unit 105
Newport, RI 02840-1153





Paula Lozar 
<lozarpaula@cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Lozar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Lozar
7499 Sagebrush Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87507-8413





paula mackrow 
<wildwood@breskin.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to paula 
mackrow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. paula mackrow
PO Box 163
Carlton, WA 98814-0163





Paula Maxwell 
<birdda@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Maxwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paula Maxwell
6205 Oak Crest Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1311





Paula Rodis 
<paularodis@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Rodis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paula Rodis
5545 N 3rd St
Phoenix, AZ 85012-1303





Paula schorr 
<sposiec@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Paula 
schorr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula schorr
508 S 4th Ave
Highland Park, NJ 08904-2631





Paula Shafransky 
<pshafransky@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Paula 
Shafransky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Shafransky
22461 Prairie Rd
Sedro Woolley, WA 98284-8586





Paulette Smith 
<nanaofnicktim@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Paulette Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paulette Smith
1107 Manchester Ave
Norfolk, VA 23508-1244





Pauline Berkeley 
<saphire7526@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pauline Berkeley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pauline Berkeley
11701 Palm Lake Dr Apt 314
Jacksonville, FL 32218-0905





Pauline Hunter 
<duds32@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pauline Hunter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pauline Hunter
64 Bellevue Ave
Montclair, NJ 07043-2430





Pauline Moore 
<englishvixen@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Pauline Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pauline Moore
15550 Kingfield Dr Apt 1202
Houston, TX 77084-6269





Paxton Robinson 
<pxrobins@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Paxton Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paxton Robinson
3936 S Semoran Blvd # 274
Orlando, FL 32822-4015





PD Minn 
<huntnwabbits@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to PD 
Minn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. PD Minn
19550 Eagle Ridge Ln
Northridge, CA 91326-3878





Pedro-Martin de Clet 
<borusd@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Pedro-Martin de Clet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pedro-Martin de Clet
118 Village Ln
Branford, CT 06405-2656





Pedro Lopez 
<plopez7136@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Pedro 
Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pedro Lopez
2201 San Christabolo Dr
Kissimmee, FL 34741-1526





Pedro Salgado 
<psfl36@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Pedro 
Salgado

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pedro Salgado
2423 Chelsea St
Orlando, FL 32803-2123





Peg Miller 
<kittieseverywhere5@ho
tmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Peg 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peg Miller
82 Nancy Dr
Canton, NC 28716-4678





Peg Oldham 
<hamnpeg@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peg 
Oldham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Peg Oldham
9355 E Center Ave
Denver, CO 80247-1224





Pegeen Malone 
<sm0kescreen3@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Pegeen Malone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pegeen Malone
1417 Cape Ann Way Apt 505
Virginia Beach, VA 23453-5696





Peggie Kirkpatrick 
<lvm5@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Peggie Kirkpatrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Peggie Kirkpatrick
5260 Via Geraldina
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-4529





Peggy Bergen 
<peggy_bergen@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Bergen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Bergen
97 La Crosse St
Beaver Dam, WI 53916-1407





Peggy Cross 
<peggy@ecotensil.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Cross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Cross
74 Meadowood Dr
Larkspur, CA 94939-1539





Peggy Emanuel 
<pemaneul@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Emanuel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Emanuel
PO Box 103
Calipatria, CA 92233-0103





Peggy Gheta 
<pgheta@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Gheta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peggy Gheta
36702 Bauerdale Dr
Avon, OH 44011-1804





Peggy heeney 
<peggyheeney08@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
heeney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy heeney
3524 78th St
Jackson Hts, NY 11372-4750





Peggy Holton 
<pholton@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Holton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peggy Holton
9 Alewives Rd
Norwalk, CT 06850-2201





Peggy Leviton 
<peggyleviton@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Leviton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Leviton
4733 Aster Ave
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-9435





Peggy Loe 
<peggyloe@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Loe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Loe
13516 Tufts Ct
Magalia, CA 95954-9540





peggy malloy 
<crescentmoonpm@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to peggy 
malloy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. peggy malloy
7 Ivanhoe Ln
Andover, MA 01810-1803





Peggy Simon 
<simonsays60@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Simon
6062 Beachwood Dr
West Bloomfield, MI 48324-3314





Peggy Smith 
<psmith@tidewater.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Smith
2807 Atlantic Hwy
Lincolnville, ME 04849-5356





Peggy White 
<whitpj431@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peggy 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy White
431 Booth Ave
Owensboro, KY 42301-5032





Penelope Ryan 
<penelopeann611@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Penelope Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Penelope Ryan
11075 W Picture Rocks Rd
Tucson, AZ 85743-8692





Penney villalvazo 
<penney626@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Penney villalvazo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Penney villalvazo
108 Claremont
San Antonio, TX 78209-6723





Penny Carson 
<kitpeek@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Penny 
Carson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Penny Carson
510 Monroe St
Hackettstown, NJ 07840-2122





Penny Myers 
<penmy@bitstream.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Penny 
Myers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Penny Myers
5805 Columbus Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55417-3105





Penny Ryan 
<pennylatepate@q.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Penny 
Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Penny Ryan
302 Stewart St
Anaconda, MT 59711-9327





Penny Sympson 
<psympson@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Penny 
Sympson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Do unto the environment as you would have done unto you. E: NiSource 
Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Penny Sympson
330 Pfingsten Rd
Northbrook, IL 60062-2003





Penny Yazzie 
<babka86@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Penny 
Yazzie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Penny Yazzie
4829 E Washington Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2426





Per Fagereng 
<phantom@hevanet.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Per 
Fagereng

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Per Fagereng
4108 SE 16th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-3934





Perry Bruns 
<pfbruns@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Perry 
Bruns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Perry Bruns
1524 Marsh Wood Dr
Seffner, FL 33584-4850





Perry Lai 
<chewulai@yahoo.com>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Perry 
Lai

To: "permitsR3ES@fws.gov" <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)

Hello,
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it 
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect 
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs to be 
partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for either 
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be 
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species 
half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of 
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies 
that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are 
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will 
pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective 
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered 
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.
Regards,
Perry Lai
4001 Randy Common
Fremont, CA 94538



Perry Lambert 
<perrylambert@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Perry 
Lambert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Perry Lambert
6357 Crebs Ave
Tarzana, CA 91335-6818





Perry Levin 
<p.s.levin@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Perry 
Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Perry Levin



Pete Childs 
<pachilds69@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Pete 
Childs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pete Childs
70100 Mirage Cove Dr Unit 20
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-2972





Pete Gang 
<pete@commonsensed
esign.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Pete 
Gang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pete Gang
381 Cleveland Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952-1703





PETE TENNEY 
<pete10e@ttc-cmc.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to PETE 
TENNEY

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. PETE TENNEY
400 4th Ave SE
PO Box 812
White Sulphur Springs, MT 59645-9129





Peter Arata 
<paaja@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Arata

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Arata
PO Box 38601
Greensboro, NC 27438-8601





Peter Ballinger 
<peter.j.ballinger@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Ballinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Ballinger
1109 Union St
The Dalles, OR 97058-1963





Peter Becker 
<pjbeckerman@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Becker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Becker
841 Kokomo Key Ln
Delray Beach, FL 33483-6029





Peter Belmont 
<pabelmont2007@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Belmont

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Belmont
166 Columbia Hts
Brooklyn, NY 11201-2105





Peter Boice 
<mdroadrunner32@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Boice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Peter Boice
721 Harrington Rd
Rockville, MD 20852-1028





Peter deKramer 
<dekramer@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Peter 
deKramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter deKramer
515 Western Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952-2638





Peter Delorenzo 
<delorenzoenterprise@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Delorenzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Delorenzo
131 Monroe St Fl 1
Garfield, NJ 07026-1825





Peter DiVincenzo 
<peterdv@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
DiVincenzo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter DiVincenzo
2480 Abbeywood Ct
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2550





Peter Funk 
<funkman48@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Funk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Peter Funk
1040 Abbey Place Ct
King, NC 27021-8401





Peter Geidel 
<drpg23@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Geidel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Geidel
418 17th Ave
Paterson, NJ 07504-1340





Peter Haslam 
<pdhaslam@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Haslam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Haslam
1128 Northbonneville Dr
Slc, UT 84103-4040





Peter Kuhn 
<peterkuhnxx@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Kuhn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Kuhn
3611 Vista De La Bahia
San Diego, CA 92117-5746





Peter Lenhardt 
<petelenhardt@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Lenhardt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Lenhardt
You Don't Need My Street Address
Menlo Park, CA 94025





Peter Mathews 
<callptnow@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Mathews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Mathews
3530 Henry Hudson Pkwy Apt 9n
Bronx, NY 10463-1311





Peter McCourt 
<peter_mccourt@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Peter 
McCourt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter McCourt
5901 Barnstable Ct
Glen Allen, VA 23059-5766





Peter Nyberg 
<peternyberg2002@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Nyberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Peter Nyberg
748 California Ave
Sand City, CA 93955-3006





Peter Paget 
<pagetpe@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Paget

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Paget
12551 Thrall Rd
Ellensburg, WA 98926-9611





Peter Perez 
<peatla@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Perez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Perez
171 N Queens Ave
N Massapequa, NY 11758-3011





Peter Pray 
<ppray@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Pray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Pray
223 Harvard Ave
Collingswood, NJ 08108-1408





Peter Richardson 
<richardson_pete@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Richardson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Richardson
10 White Oak Dr Apt 113
Exeter, NH 03833-5320





Peter Sweeny 
<pbsweeny@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Sweeny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Sweeny
92 Stephen Dr
Pleasantville, NY 10570-1824





Peter Tauer 
<peter.tauer@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Tauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Peter Tauer
4851 S Evanston St
Aurora, CO 80015-2209





Peter Terezakis 
<terezakis@spamcop.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Terezakis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Terezakis
4364 60th St
San Diego, CA 92115-5439





Peter von Christierson  
<pvonc@olypen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Peter 
von Christierson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter von Christierson
1229 - 29thSt.
Port Townsend, WA





Peter Von Kleinsmid 
<pvk@oz.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Von Kleinsmid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Von Kleinsmid
4219 Meridian Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-7601





Peter Zimmer 
<rightquiet@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Zimmer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

Please, please conserve our natural environment WITHOUT COMPROMISE!
DESTRUCTION OF OUR NATION'S NATURAL HABITAT FOR ALL ANIMALS MUST STOP.
HERE IS HOW IT MUST STOP.
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Zimmer
3100 NOcean Blvd. Apt. 2704
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308





Peter Zwiefelhofer  
<peter@zwiefelhofer.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Peter 
Zwiefelhofer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Zwiefelhofer
4674 N Woodburn St
Whitefish Bay, WI 53211-1124





Petrina Cooper 
<trina@ragingstallion.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Petrina Cooper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Petrina Cooper
1155 Mission St
San Francisco, CA 94103-1514





Phil Brunner 
<pdbrunner@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Phil 
Brunner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Brunner
1920 N Schofield St
Portland, OR 97217-6663





Phil Hanson 
<phanson@spiretech.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Phil 
Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Hanson
2215 SE Miller St Apt 22
Portland, OR 97202-6853





Phil Orem 
<po4musik@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Phil 
Orem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Orem
917 N Vail Ave
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-5562





Philip Le Roux 
<philip_le_roux@acrokin
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Philip 
Le Roux

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Why is the NiSource plan called Habitiat Conservation when clearly it
is the opposite. The Act is to protect Endangered Species, not to be
rolled over when an Oil company comes knocking.
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
unacceptable and too big. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. This is an mile wide breach of the Act across
America.

50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 2 years.

Approving the HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy
infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of geographic
and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis
and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be
emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Le Roux



Philip Lewitt 
<khungop@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Philip 
Lewitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Philip Lewitt
38850 Comptche Ukiah Rd
Mendocino, CA 95460-9010





Philip Locke 
<dividedby@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Philip 
Locke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Locke
119 19th Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112-6300





Philip Shook 
<huisbaas@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Philip 
Shook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Shook
1020 E Apache Blvd
Tempe, AZ 85281-5820





Philip Smith 
<philthorobred1@bellso
uth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Philip 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Smith
955 Hargett Ct
Stone Mountain, GA 30083-2401





Philip Strickland 
<lihp_21@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Philip 
Strickland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Strickland
125 N Portage Path
Akron, OH 44303-1151





Philippe Rothman 
<pjr1@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Philippe Rothman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philippe Rothman

NY





Phillip GARCIA 
<philrr157@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Phillip 
GARCIA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip GARCIA
2397 Panoramic Dr
Concord, CA 94520-1320





Phillip Hansen 
<hardrock2001@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Phillip 
Hansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Hansen
460-245 Ponderosa Blvd
Janesville, CA 96114-9420





Phillip Hoff 
<seusuwa69@mac.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Phillip 
Hoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Hoff
19605 River Rd Unit 101
Gladstone, OR 97027-2261





phillip markis 
<pmarkis@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to phillip 
markis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. phillip markis
5810 W 111th Pl
Westminster, CO 80020-3288





Phillip Mitchell  
<psmyeolus@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Phillip 
Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Mitchell
10749 N Avenida Vallejo
Tucson, AZ 85737-6887





Phylana Ladd 
<laddpd@cat.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Phylana Ladd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phylana Ladd
512 W Bittersweet Rd
Washington, IL 61571-3094





Phyllis Huang 
<doggiemama@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Huang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Huang
109 Gateway Dr
Lafayette, LA 70506-7689





Phyllis Jean Troia 
<pjtroia@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Jean Troia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan. I am livid that the energy industry
continues to chip away at our environment and our wildlife.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Phyllis Jean Troia
627 Long Pond Rd
Plymouth, MA 02360-2619





Phyllis liverett  
<dusty28651@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis liverett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis liverett
670 Millard Ln
Millers Creek, NC 28651-8782





Phyllis Ohm 
<pohm@shaw.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Ohm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Phyllis Ohm
3967 Oakhurst Blvd
Sarasota, FL 34233-1447





Phyllis Rogers 
<progers@numail.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis Rogers
6 Meadow Stream Ln
Newnan, GA 30263-3307





Phyllis Sanford 
<peachlove2002@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Sanford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Sanford
522 N La Luna Ave
Ojai, CA 93023-1540





Phyllis Shaw 
<pjscatwoman@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Shaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Shaw
923 N San Vicente Blvd
West Hollywood, CA 90069-3841





Phyllis Sistrunk 
<sistrunkpmorris@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis Sistrunk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Sistrunk
4912 Trail Lake Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76133-1236





Phyllis White 
<flyingcoyote@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Phyllis White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis White
1307 Hornsbyville Rd
Yorktown, VA 23692-4952





PJ Jurkowski 
<nmskis@hughes.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to PJ 
Jurkowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. PJ Jurkowski
6480 Camino Seguro # 17
La Mesa, NM 88044-9535





Polly Harris 
<ptaharris2@nc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Polly 
Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Polly Harris
118 W Trinity Ave
Durham, NC 27701-1915





Polly Memhard 
<pollyapw@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Polly 
Memhard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Polly Memhard
90 Club Rd
Riverside, CT 06878-2032





Polly O'Malley 
<loislow@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Polly 
O'Malley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Polly O'Malley
1311 Federal Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3916





Praline McCormack 
<praline@rocketmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Praline McCormack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Praline McCormack
225 Dano Dr
Phoenix, OR 97535-7720





prem Mulberry 
<saiprem2@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to prem 
Mulberry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. prem Mulberry
501 E Adams St
Wisconsin Dells, WI 53965-9648





Prisca Gloor 
<priscagl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Prisca 
Gloor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Prisca Gloor
4055 Coolidge Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5411





Priscilla Remke 
<priremke@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Priscilla Remke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.  This plan is overly broad and
would set a harmful precedent.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Priscilla Remke
1724 Chamisa Rd NE
Rio Rancho, NM 87144-5499





Priscilla Ritchie 
<priscilla_ritchie@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Priscilla Ritchie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Priscilla Ritchie
PO Box 416
North Grafton, MA 01536-0416





Probyn Gregory 
<probyngregory@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Probyn Gregory

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Probyn Gregory
10877 Deliban St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1449





Purnima Barve 
<purnima.barve@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Purnima Barve

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Purnima Barve
427 Dorothy Dr
King of Prussia, PA 19406-2004





Quentin Fischer 
<fischerq@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Quentin Fischer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Quentin Fischer
2514 Sharmar Rd
Roanoke, VA 24018-2625





Quentin Wenzel 
<leznew1@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Quentin Wenzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Quentin Wenzel
1218 Circle Drive N.
Stroudsburg, PA 18360-8883





Quinie Leary 
<qscreations@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Quinie Leary

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Quinie Leary
3710 State Hwy 73 S Trlr B7
Wisconsin Rapids, WI 54494-8505





Quinn Batten 
<quinnbatten@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Quinn 
Batten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Quinn Batten
2 Washington Square Vlg Apt 14g
New York, NY 10012-1709





Quinten Stevens 
<hquintenstevens@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Quinten Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Quinten Stevens
7370 Secret Woods Trl
Jacksonville, FL 32216-7120





R Dalka 
<dalkar1@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to R 
Dalka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. R Dalka
1315 Everett
Palo Alto, CA 94305





R Guppy 
<rguppy@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to R 
Guppy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. R Guppy
1504 Met Ave
Bronx, NY 10462-6831





R Kenneth Bauer 
<rkbauero@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to R 
Kenneth Bauer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. R Kenneth Bauer
703 Falls Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1066





Rachael Raizen 
<thoughts.exist@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rachael Raizen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachael Raizen
516 N Livingston St
Arlington, VA 22203-1023





Rachel Bishop 
<cocoa9485@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Bishop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rachel Bishop
133 N 3rd St
Oxford, PA 19363-1425





Rachel Foxman 
<foxling@teleport.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Foxman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Foxman
6614 N Knowles Ave
Portland, OR 97217-5111





rachel green 
<racheleg@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to rachel 
green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. rachel green
PO Box 28673
Anaheim, CA 92809-0155





Rachel Jabaily 
<jabailyr@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Jabaily

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rachel Jabaily
110 Mills Godwin Building
Norfolk, VA 23706





Rachel Joseph 
<rachwolff@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Joseph

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rachel Joseph
3419 Brickwood Cir
Midland, NC 28107-7810





Rachel Katcher 
<rachel.katcher@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Katcher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Rachel Katcher
505 Hart St
Brooklyn, NY 11221-2515





Rachel Meyer 
<rachelmeyerpt@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Meyer
7 Maple Ln
Huntington, NY 11743-1945





Rachel Shprintzen 
<rachelfatoorachi@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Shprintzen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Shprintzen
150 Century Dr Apt 4111
Alexandria, VA 22304-5785





Rachel Sonnenblick 
<thatsilly@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Sonnenblick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Sonnenblick
912 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3448





Rachel Wales 
<rr.wales@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Wales

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rachel Wales
10740 Kilpatrick Ave
Oak Lawn, IL 60453-5472





Rachel Wolf 
<rrrachel@cruzio.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Wolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Wolf
403 Emeline Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2244





Rachel Wood 
<rhythmanblues04@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rachel Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rachel Wood
Address
City, MD 21801





Racquel Baldwin 
<roxxi94@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Racquel Baldwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Racquel Baldwin
13040 Maple Ave
Blue Island, IL 60406-2339





Rae Leeth 
<raeleeth@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Rae 
Leeth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rae Leeth

None





Rafael Albarran 
<rafaelalbarran1978@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Rafael Albarran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rafael Albarran
7513f Savoy Ln
Bridgeview, IL 60455-5501





Rafael Danaher 
<papa-online@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rafael Danaher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rafael Danaher
103 Magnolia Rd
Pemberton, NJ 08068-1829





Rafael Parrilla 
<rafael8161@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rafael Parrilla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Rafael Parrilla
1149 NW 126th Pl
Miami, FL 33182-2460





Ragubathee Pather 
<rpather645@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ragubathee Pather

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ragubathee Pather
13110 Steelecroft Pkwy Apt 201
Charlotte, NC 28278-7518





Rajan Dosaj 
<rajancodo1@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rajan 
Dosaj

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rajan Dosaj
6039 Allott Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401-3004





rajiv Shah 
<raj@g3advisors.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to rajiv 
Shah

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. rajiv Shah
7024 Mink Hollow Rd
Highland, MD 20777-9770





Raleigh Galloway 
<rolmas@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Raleigh Galloway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raleigh Galloway
1209 Valencia Ave
Daytona Beach, FL 32117-2436





Ralph Bocchetti  
<riverglen2816@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ralph 
Bocchetti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Bocchetti
939 Arcadia Ave
Arcadia, CA 91007-7151





Ralph Douglas 
<cpalkodi@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ralph 
Douglas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Douglas
449 Hubbard St
Winslow, IL 61089-9752





Ralph Schlesinger 
<rjnipplebear@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Ralph 
Schlesinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Schlesinger
PO Box 258
Woolrich, PA 17779-0258





Ralph Ward 
<rbwtx@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ralph 
Ward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ralph Ward
PO Box 85
Commerce, TX 75429-0085





Ralph Wood 
<boulignywood@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ralph 
Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ralph Wood
309 1st Ave W
Gold Bar, WA 98251-9391





Rama reddy 
<r1reddy@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Rama 
reddy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Rama reddy
1068 Oak Tree Ln
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304-1176





Ramcey Rodriguez 
<ramcey@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ramcey Rodriguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ramcey Rodriguez
4644 Cato Rd
Nashville, TN 37218-3708





Ramsey Sealy 
<ramsesthethird@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ramsey Sealy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ramsey Sealy
1356 N Stephens Ave
Fayetteville, AR 72703-1534





Ramya Chellappa 
<ramyashan@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ramya Chellappa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ramya Chellappa
185 Prospect Ave
Hackensack, NJ 07601-2210





Randal Dawkins 
<randaljdawkins@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Randal Dawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randal Dawkins
574 44th St
Brooklyn, NY 11220-1361





Randal Mayhew 
<rm37343@netzero.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Randal Mayhew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Randal Mayhew
520 Leafwood Dr
Hixson, TN 37343-3842





Randal Mutter 
<randy@randalmutter.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Randal Mutter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randal Mutter
6065 Grissom Pkwy
Cocoa, FL 32927-9123





Randall Esperas 
<resperas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Randall Esperas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Esperas
22330 Homestead Rd Apt 211
Cupertino, CA 95014-0135





Randall Nerwick 
<rnerwick@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Randall Nerwick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Nerwick
3438 SE Mary Ct
Milwaukie, OR 97222-5540





Randall Paul 
<rpaul3@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Randall Paul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Paul
8611 34th Ave
Jackson Heights, NY 11372-3358





Randall potts 
<randallpotts@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Randall potts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall potts
4307 Evans Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-1321





Randi Field 
<scribers@erols.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Randi 
Field

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randi Field
9307 Long Branch Pkwy
Silver Spring, MD 20901-3644





Randi Frazier 
<randicj@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Randi 
Frazier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randi Frazier
1430 Selma St
Flomaton, AL 36441-6038





Randi Holloway 
<randi.holloway@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Randi 
Holloway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Randi Holloway
2220 Overglen Dr
Plano, TX 75074-5048





randi kander 
<kanderart2@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to randi 
kander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. randi kander
5901 N 32nd St
Tacoma, WA 98407-1503





Randi Zwaduk 
<zwaduke@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Randi 
Zwaduk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Randi Zwaduk
235 Leguin Mill Rd
Locust Grove, GA 30248-3115





Randolph Gyulay 
<randman_94@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Randolph Gyulay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randolph Gyulay
3735 Random Dr
Akron, OH 44319-2240





Randy Chapman 
<rchapman111@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Randy Chapman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Chapman
17081 Starfish Ln W
Sugarloaf Key, FL 33042-3621





Randy Monroe 
<randy@hftrocks.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Randy Monroe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Monroe
5521 Michigan Blvd
Concord, CA 94521-4041





Randy Stein 
<rstein@steingroup.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Randy Stein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Stein
3493 Redwood Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-2218





Ranko Balog 
<lanran@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ranko Balog

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ranko Balog
5352 Sierra Roja Rd
Irvine, CA 92603-3828





Raquel Rodriguez 
<raquelr0909@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Raquel Rodriguez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Raquel Rodriguez
327 SW 13th Ave Apt 1
Miami, FL 33135-2445





Rashida Paul 
<rdapaul@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rashida Paul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rashida Paul
48 Johnsontown Rd
Sloatsburg, NY 10974-1105





Raul Guzman 
<ruler415@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Raul 
Guzman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raul Guzman
3807 Altura Ave
El Paso, TX 79903-1001





Ray Bellamy 
<ray.bellamy@med.fsu.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ray 
Bellamy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ray Bellamy
509 Vinnedge Ride
Tallahassee, FL 32303-5141





Ray Bernhardt 
<dolfinheart@ccvnet.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ray 
Bernhardt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Bernhardt
PO Box 247
Divide, CO 80814-0247





Ray Bustos 
<rbustos@fullcoll.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ray 
Bustos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Bustos
321 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-2011





Ray Redd 
<rrrr@f-m.fm>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ray 
Redd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Redd
13619 Mukilteo Speedway Ste D5 # 184
Lynnwood, WA 98087-1672





Ray Swartz 
<rayswartz@alum.mit.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ray 
Swartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Swartz
10 High Rock Way
Boston, MA 02134-2415





Raymond Andrews 
<raymond.andrews68@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Andrews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Raymond Andrews
2315 Brightside Dr
Baton Rouge, LA 70820-4531





Raymond Capezzuto 
<rcapman33@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Capezzuto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Capezzuto
1786 Shadow Mountain Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-2949





Raymond Lanier 
<ray.lanier@ccairep.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Lanier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Lanier
8 Windham Dr
Concord, NH 03301-5836





Raymond Prigodich 
<rprigodich@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Prigodich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Prigodich
157 Eisenhower Dr
Oswego, IL 60543-7409





Raymond Pugliesi 
<pugliesi@degenkolb.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Pugliesi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Pugliesi
6407 Alta Vista Dr
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1513





Raymond Shaw 
<cyran01@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Shaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Shaw
999 S Santa Fe Ave
San Jacinto, CA 92583-4651





Raymond Welch 
<welchr@water.ca.gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Welch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Welch
3249 Del Paso Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95815-1545





Raymond Young 
<boivins@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Raymond Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Young
1860 Marine Pkwy
Brooklyn, NY 11234-4454





Rayne lawrence 
<raynelawrence106@m
sn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rayne lawrence

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rayne lawrence
17206 S Spangle Creek Rd
Valleyford, WA 99036-9569





Rebecca Baird 
<msbaird@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Baird

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Baird
902 S Scott Ave
Sanford, FL 32771-2248





Rebecca Bruckner 
<bckyls132@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Bruckner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rebecca Bruckner
93 Stoddards Wharf Rd
Ledyard, CT 06339-1228





Rebecca Carr 
<tevroc143@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Carr
2308 Houma Blvd
Metairie, LA 70001-1379





Rebecca Clark 
<bjclark@siderial.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Clark
5035 N Depauw St
Portland, OR 97203-4418





Rebecca Collias 
<rlcdancer@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Collias

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Collias
6003 Greenwood Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-5507





Rebecca Darr 
<rdarr@darrland.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Darr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Darr
1212 SE Lexington St
Portland, OR 97202-6364





Rebecca Evans 
<r.kate.evans@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rebecca Evans
25 Richard Ave
Cambridge, MA 02140-1014





Rebecca Ferrell 
<rbcferrell9@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Ferrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Ferrell
16405 SE 24th St
Bellevue, WA 98008-5432





Rebecca Gibson 
<rebecca.gibson@dgsla
w.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Gibson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Gibson
3838 Reed St
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033-4809





Rebecca Harper 
<bharper@ucla.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Harper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Harper
2616 Cordelia Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-1220





Rebecca Iles 
<mrebecca.iles@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Iles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Iles
2667 McFaddin St
Beaumont, TX 77702-1620





Rebecca Jenn 
<rebecca.m.jenn@utah.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Jenn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rebecca Jenn
8927 Pineview Dr
Huntsville, UT 84317-9649





Rebecca Jordan 
<sailingwest111@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Jordan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Jordan
1815 Hillsboro Rd
Franklin, TN 37069-4543





rebecca koo 
<memoriesjc@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
rebecca koo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. rebecca koo
1050 Johnson Ave
San Jose, CA 95129-3126





rebecca lord 
<rlord@ymail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
rebecca lord

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. rebecca lord
2723 Champa St
Denver, CO 80205-2709





Rebecca Matthews 
<wabanhill@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Matthews
234 Park St
Newton, MA 02458-2313





rebecca nash 
<beckyhurl@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
rebecca nash

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. rebecca nash
428 Odessa Ave
Westminster, SC 29693-6329





Rebecca Neuman 
<rgneuman1@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Neuman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Neuman
488 N Cleveland Ave
Niles, OH 44446-3814





Rebecca Rabinowitz 
<rrabin1054@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Rabinowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Rabinowitz
353 Huntington Dr
Delran, NJ 08075-1350





Rebecca Shedd 
<beckysmpls@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Shedd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Shedd
4554 Wentworth Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55419-4944





Rebecca Slisher 
<bslisher@marlattautom
ation.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Slisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Slisher
481 Main St
Groveport, OH 43125-1133





Rebecca Tippens 
<storydancing@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rebecca Tippens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Tippens



Rebekah McClain 
<superchick106@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rebekah McClain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Rebekah McClain
2545 14th Ave S Apt 813
Seattle, WA 98144-5079





Rebekah O'Brien 
<obrienr83@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rebekah O'Brien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rebekah O'Brien
3511 Blackhawk Dr
New Port Richey, FL 34652-6404





Reed Fuller 
<rfuller2468@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Reed 
Fuller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reed Fuller
PO Box 982184
Park City, UT 84098-2184





Reese Forbes 
<wiselion@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Reese Forbes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reese Forbes
680 W Washington Ave
Kirkwood, MO 63122-3835





Regina Epley 
<gap0673@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Regina Epley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Regina Epley
445 Ned Marsh Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146-1247





Regina Patterson 
<regina.patterson@sano
fi-aventis.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Regina Patterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Regina Patterson
847 Ledgewood Dr
Williston, VT 05495-4410





Regina PROVENZA 
<billandregina@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Regina PROVENZA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Regina PROVENZA
11025 Bird River Grove Rd
White Marsh, MD 21162-1807





Reginald Stocking II  
<regstocking@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Reginald Stocking II

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reginald Stocking II
1301 Sanchez St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2005





Reid Larsen 
<oldpeak@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Reid 
Larsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reid Larsen
24399 Old Peak Rd
Philomath, OR 97370-9787





Reisa Gould-Donath 
<reisagd@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Reisa 
Gould-Donath

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Reisa Gould-Donath
130 East Ave
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866-2617





Ren Navez 
<renavez@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ren 
Navez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ren Navez
PO Box 2487
Venice, CA 90294-2487





Rena Nestlehut 
<cat1lady@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rena 
Nestlehut

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Nestlehut
4017 David Dr
North Highlands, CA 95660-4516





Renae Bowman 
<renbowman@charter.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Renae Bowman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renae Bowman
208 Berry Rd
Greer, SC 29650-2608





Renae McKeon 
<renae_m60@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Renae McKeon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Oil and gas companies have had too much free rein in the past and act
like they own all the planet and can destroy and pollute it as they
want. Not only do they destroy our planet, they pay themselves millions
in bonuses after they do it. The taxpayers are left with the mess and
the bill to clean up after they leave. There is no way that HCP should
be given the approval for this insane request. Our planet and the
animals living on it cannot survive the assault.



Sincerely,

Mrs. Renae McKeon
711 13th Ave
Kearney, NE 68845-6665



Renae Thompson 
<renaejthompson@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Renae Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Renae Thompson
9731 Vanguard Dr Apt 16
Anchorage, AK 99507-5308





Renata ROSS 
<renatapqd@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Renata ROSS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renata ROSS
303 Smith Level Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-8353





Rende Lazure 
<rendelazure@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rende Lazure

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rende Lazure
1003 Tamarisk Dr
Napa, CA 94559-3513





Rene Gagnon 
<reneamex@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Rene 
Gagnon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rene Gagnon
14800 Lindaey Lane
Silver Spring, MD 20906





Rene Siracusa 
<renesiracusa@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Rene 
Siracusa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rene Siracusa
PO Box 1520
Pahoa, HI 96778-1520





Renee Austin 
<neoludite0711@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Austin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Austin
PO Box 142
Birchrunville, PA 19421-0142





Renee Bourgea 
<rabourgea2@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Bourgea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Bourgea
9916 NE 39th Ave
Vancouver, WA 98686-5772





Renee Caputo 
<reneecc@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Caputo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

American taxpayers expect all of the hard work and resources dedicated
to preserving our endangered species to be protected, not wasted, by a
rigorous and scienctifically sound policy.  Taxpayers do not want to
see the FWS roll over and hand over the keys to the kingdom to
NiSource!

Sincerely,



Ms. Renee Caputo
28w521 Purnell Rd
West Chicago, IL 60185-4218



renee chapman 
<reneerchapman@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to renee 
chapman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. renee chapman
562 Blaze Ave
San Antonio, TX 78218-2626





Renee DeMartin 
<rdemartin@w-link.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Renee DeMartin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Renee DeMartin
4408 Delridge Way SW
Seattle, WA 98106-1347





Renee Jeska 
<earthgirl7@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Jeska

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Jeska
2816 W 182nd St
Torrance, CA 90504-5334





Renee Klein 
<renee_klein@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Klein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Klein
4732 La Villa Marina
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7026





Renee McNeal 
<yournewgaurdiangel@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Renee McNeal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee McNeal

IL





Renee Roth 
<rraeroth@roadrunner.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Roth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The time frame for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Time to stop letting business interests and lobbyists run the
government.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Renee Roth
1004 Daly Rd



Ojai, CA 93023-1942



Renee Thomas 
<rthomas@lotspeichand
associates.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Thomas
2711 W Fairbanks Ave
Winter Park, FL 32789-3314





Renee Toback 
<rtoback@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Renee Toback

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Renee Toback
54 Fairfield Rd
Yonkers, NY 10705-1707





Renette Richard 
<renetterichard@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Renette Richard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renette Richard
PO Box 1095
Sarasota, FL 34230-1095





Renne Leatto 
<renne@ikarumbah.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Renne Leatto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renne Leatto
11011 Groveshire Ct
Ocoee, FL 34761-5614





Rev Alison Hyder 
<revhyder@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rev 
Alison Hyder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

NO NO NO NO NO!!!!!  PLEASE!!!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Rev Alison Hyder
200 River Rd
Apt F
Wilmington, DE 19809-3253



"Rev. Beatrice 
Hitchcock" 
<revmama@mtaonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "Rev. 
Beatrice Hitchcock"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rev. Beatrice Hitchcock
231 Montgomery Way
Palmer, AK 99645-6529





Rex Houser 
<rexhouser@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Rex 
Houser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rex Houser
3420 Via Loma Vista
Escondido, CA 92029-7723





Rex Lettau 
<ckingrex@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rex 
Lettau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rex Lettau
2346 Druid Rd E Lot 136
Clearwater, FL 33764-4104





Reynaldo Reyna 
<reyreynajr@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Reynaldo Reyna

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reynaldo Reyna
501 E La Fragua Ave
Roma, TX 78584-5572





Reynard Loki 
<reynardloki@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Reynard Loki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reynard Loki
10 W 15th St
New York, NY 10011-6838





Reynold Frutkin 
<annfrutkin@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Reynold Frutkin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reynold Frutkin
1939 Northwood Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46240-2743





Rhea Damon 
<damonrhead@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Rhea 
Damon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhea Damon
4263 Las Virgenes Rd Unit 7
Calabasas, CA 91302-1966





Rhea Shapiro 
<rhea@igc.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Rhea 
Shapiro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhea Shapiro
1624 NW 28th Ave
Portland, OR 97210-2477





Rhiannon Krawl 
<rhiannonkrawl@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rhiannon Krawl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rhiannon Krawl
9802 Richelieu Rd
Austin, TX 78750-2832





Rhoda Smith 
<smiths@tartanusa.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rhoda Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rhoda Smith
1106 Stratford Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-5119





Rhoda Waller 
<rlwaller36@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rhoda Waller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhoda Waller
197 Beaver Ridge Rd
Freedom, ME 04941-3328





Rhonda Anderson 
<rolene37@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Anderson
324 Center St
Kennett Square, PA 19348-3248





Rhonda Green 
<nannyg@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Green
PO Box 6100
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-1100





Rhonda Handke 
<rhandke1214@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Handke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Handke
24621 Santa Clara Ave
Dana Point, CA 92629-3027





Rhonda Holt 
<tereholt@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Holt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Holt
3300 Hemlock Ln Apt 605
Miamisburg, OH 45342-5371





Rhonda Hungerford 
<rshungerford@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Hungerford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Hungerford
8523 Sextant Dr
Baldwinsville, NY 13027-8905





Rhonda Kess 
<bookkess@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Kess

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Kess
612 S Beachwood Dr
Burbank, CA 91506-3010





rhonda lieberman 
<rhonda@superterrific.o
rg>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
rhonda lieberman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. rhonda lieberman
245 Eldridge St
New York, NY 10002-1308





Rhonda Watts 
<alannawatt@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rhonda Watts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhonda Watts
1248 Estancia St
Beaumont, CA 92223-7500





Ric Boge 
<jrboge@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ric 
Boge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ric Boge
1901 Ohio Ave
Anacortes, WA 98221-1164





Ric Olson 
<ricolson2008@charter.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ric 
Olson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ric Olson
1020 W Pleasant St Unit 1
Portage, WI 53901-1965





Ricardo Corrales 
<rcorrales50@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ricardo Corrales

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Corrales
150 m. Norte Esc. Cleto Gonzalez V.
Heredia, Costa Rica, NY 10101





Ricardo Mendez 
<rocomendez@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Ricardo Mendez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Mendez
411 N Fuller Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-2519





Ricardo Ramirez 
<subscriptions@rgrawe
b.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ricardo Ramirez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Ramirez
PO Box 690352
San Antonio, TX 78269-0352





Rich Evans 
<opt1m1st@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rich 
Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich Evans
2125 Church Rd
Mountain Top, PA 18707-9030





Rich Molinari 
<rmolinari3@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rich 
Molinari

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich Molinari
7365 Village Square Dr
Castle Pines, CO 80108-9371





Rich Panter 
<rpanter@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rich 
Panter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich Panter
293 Calle Del Sol
Bodega Bay, CA 94923-9798





Richard and Carroll  
McCombs 
<mccombsgrafx@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard and Carroll 
McCombs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard and Carroll McCombs
PO Box 9
Big Bear City, CA 92314-0009





Richard and Rebeca 
Kane 
<1rkane@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard and Rebeca 
Kane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard and Rebeca Kane
146 Newtown Rd
Hampton Bays, NY 11946-1402





Richard Arrindell  
<rarrundell@netscape.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Arrindell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Arrindell
1563 Grandview Way
Melbourne, FL 32935-5707





Richard Bahler 
<rbahler@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Bahler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Please remember that if we keep up the attitude of not caring about
other animal life, the next endangered species is US!

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Bahler
8040 Oak Hollow Ln
Fairfax Station, VA 22039-2627





Richard Bartkowicz 
<richbart7078@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Bartkowicz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Bartkowicz
860 Atlantic Ave Apt A
Hoffman Estates, IL 60169-3708





Richard Becker 
<rbecker1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Becker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Becker
366 W 11th St
New York, NY 10014-6225





Richard Blank 
<theblanks@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Blank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Richard Blank
80 Cartright St
Bridgeport, CT 06604-2048





Richard Capps 
<thedefiant1@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Capps

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Capps
301 5th St
Coolidge, TX 76635





Richard Cesena 
<cindycesena@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Cesena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Cesena
3209 Lemon Ln
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-2621





Richard Coveny 
<richcoveny@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Coveny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Coveny
PO Box 283
Elfers, FL 34680-0283





Richard Cowie 
<rcowie58@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Cowie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Cowie
34 Daisy Ln
Fort Thomas, KY 41075-1408





Richard Crews 
<rlcrews@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Crews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Crews
2094 Forest Ave Apt 241
San Jose, CA 95128-4825





Richard Curry 
<golfer15068@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Curry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Curry
150 Ryder Cup Blvd
Pinebluff, NC 28373-8022





Richard D 
<evntprodcr@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard D

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Richard D
73647 Sun Ln
Palm Desert, CA 92260-6120





Richard Devens 
<rdevens41@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Devens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Devens
78 Maple St
Center Sandwich, NH 03227-3440





Richard Dickinson 
<rdickinson11@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Dickinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Dickinson
PO Box 175
Wakarusa, KS 66546-0175





Richard Fairfield 
<rifbeach@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Fairfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Fairfield
27125 Edenbridge Ct
Bonita Springs, FL 34135-4332





Richard Falzone 
<rfalzsa@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Falzone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Falzone
1841 Carriage Ln
Apt 202
Alliance, OH 44601-3562





richard firestine 
<fritz4251@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
richard firestine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. richard firestine
702 N Goodwill St
Myerstown, PA 17067-2315





Richard Fullerton 
<rsfullerton@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Fullerton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Fullerton
2315 Frederick Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103-5504





Richard Gale 
<rgale@ccsf.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Gale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Gale
75 Eastmoor Ave
Apt 4
Daly City, CA 94015-3727





Richard Geiger 
<geigerricharde@sau.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Geiger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Geiger
1235 W 34th St
Davenport, IA 52806-5502





Richard Gilman 
<richgilman@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Gilman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Gilman
2522 Sheffield Dr
Kalamazoo, MI 49008-2212





Richard Glass 
<rpglass@netscape.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Glass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Glass
1555 W 18th Ave Apt 3
Eugene, OR 97402-3838





Richard Gugula II  
<wildfire_13@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Gugula II

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Gugula II
4162 SW 48th Ct
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33314-5607





Richard Guier 
<rsguier444@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Guier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Guier
255 W 108th St
New York, NY 10025-2976





richard Hardack 
<rhardack@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
richard Hardack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. richard Hardack
640 Euclid Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1332





Richard Holcomb 
<rickholcomb4@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Holcomb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Holcomb
1701 Madison St NE Unit 403
Minneapolis, MN 55413-1483





Richard Humbert 
<humbertpr55@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Humbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Richard Humbert
427 Lakewood Blvd
Park Forest, IL 60466-1625





Richard jensen 
<richarddjensen1@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard jensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard jensen
PO Box 434
Dillingham, AK 99576-0434





Richard Kessler 
<dickkpe@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Kessler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Kessler
59 Jacobus Ave
Little Falls, NJ 07424-2304





Richard Koontz 
<davril_5@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Koontz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Koontz
141 Center Ave
Burgettstown, PA 15021-1266





Richard Lee 
<rdleeart@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Lee
6857 Paradise Rd
Salinas, CA 93907-8739





Richard Leighton 
<rickleighton@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Leighton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Leighton
4642 Utah St
Unit 4
San Diego, CA 92116-3178





Richard lewis 
<rlewis561@windstream
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard lewis
5040 Poplar Tent Rd
Concord, NC 28027-7755





Richard Mackin 
<richmackin@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Mackin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Mackin
2539 SE Madison St
Portland, OR 97214-3933





Richard Mayer 
<dickomayer@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Mayer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

As someone who has worked with children in the classroom and in the
field I am very concerned with the HPC.  When a species is lost it does
not come back.  We, as a people, should be safeguarding what is left of
our natural settings for the future, our wellbeing may depend on it.
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Mayer



1203 Stewart St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3547



Richard McGonagle 
<tgmcg@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard McGonagle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard McGonagle
201 N Myers St
Burbank, CA 91506-2316





Richard Mellina 
<smellina@flash.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Mellina

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Richard Mellina
3820 Winslow Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76109-3528





Richard Metz 
<thembones2@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Metz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Metz
910 Bent Ln
Erdenheim, PA 19038-7008





Richard Miano 
<mrmiano@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Miano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Miano
627 Sinclair St
Reno, NV 89501-2316





Richard Morris 
<richwmorris@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Morris
1030 J St
Eureka, CA 95501-1925





Richard Nelson 
<rcndds@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Nelson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Nelson
46 Fawn Ln
Kennett Square, PA 19348-2311





Richard Newman 
<rich@tagyerit.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Newman
266 Pelham Rd
Amherst, MA 01002-1653





Richard Nordahl 
<ricnordahl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Nordahl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Nordahl
5415 College Oak Dr Apt 512
Sacramento, CA 95841-5108





Richard Olson 
<aromolson@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Olson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Richard Olson
45 University Ave SE
Minneapolis, MN 55414-1000





Richard Oxhandler 
<richard.oxhandler@wm
ich.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Oxhandler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Oxhandler
16465 Parker St
Decatur, MI 49045-9467





richard pate 
<rmpate@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
richard pate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. richard pate
182 Charles Barber Rd
San Benito, TX 78586-7691





Richard Placone 
<richard.placone@kp.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Placone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Placone
1174 Broadmoor Dr
Napa, CA 94558-4143





Richard Reeves 
<rwr86@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Reeves

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Reeves
2 Rockwren
Irvine, CA 92604-3325





Richard Rider 
<n8vcq@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Rider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Rider
220 E Mitchell St
Gaylord, MI 49735-1433





Richard Riggs 
<richriggs@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Riggs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Riggs
143 Cedar Grove Rd
Branchburg, NJ 08876-3658





Richard Rogers 
<sundevilfan2000@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Rogers
3924 W Westcott
Glendale, AZ 85308-7541





Richard Salvucci 
<mt66@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Salvucci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Salvucci
18 Cresthill Rd
Brighton, MA 02135-1827





Richard Santivong 
<richardsantivong@juno
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Santivong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Santivong
600 W Floral Dr
Monterey Park, CA 91754-6330





Richard Saxe 
<richsaxe@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Saxe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Saxe
2956 Anzar Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9647





richard schwartz 
<richard@richardschwar
tz.info>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
richard schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. richard schwartz
1676 Tacoma Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1827





Richard Seaton 
<rseatonlvl@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Seaton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Seaton
42 S Fascination Cir
Linn Valley, KS 66040-5415





RICHARD SMITH 
<richardsmith_57@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
RICHARD SMITH

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. RICHARD SMITH
3442 Highway Kk
Cuba, MO 65453-8283





Richard Snook 
<rjosnook@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Snook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Snook
4311 S 60th St
Lincoln, NE 68516-1539





Richard Spotts 
<spotts@infowest.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Spotts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Spotts
1125 W Emerald Dr
Saint George, UT 84770-6026





Richard Sussman 
<beryl.sussman@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Sussman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Richard Sussman
294 Ewing Ter
San Francisco, CA 94118-4409





Richard Takagi 
<blindhawk@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Takagi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Takagi
1119 N Acacia Ave
Fullerton, CA 92831-2929





Richard Ten Eyck 
<rick_pacificrim@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Ten Eyck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Ten Eyck
3325 Caminito Vasto
La Jolla, CA 92037-2929





richard texeria 
<mamabeya@pacbell.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
richard texeria

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. richard texeria
27619 Cliffwood Ave
Hayward, CA 94545-4207





Richard Valasek 
<richard.valasek@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Valasek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Valasek
99-066 Ohiaku St
Aiea, HI 96701-3865





Richard Van Aken 
<candyo_1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Van Aken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

This request should be given short shrift, it's obscene.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Van Aken
68 Murray Rd
Holland, PA 18966-1740





Richard Weil 
<dickweil@hawaii.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Weil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Weil
68-121 Au St Apt 301
Waialua, HI 96791-9454





Richard Zeamer 
<rwzeamer@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Richard Zeamer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Richard Zeamer
24 Briar Ln
Surry, ME 04684-3200





Richard & Eileen 
Heaning 
<bumper8220@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Richard & Eileen 
Heaning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard & Eileen Heaning
12 Seneca Dr
North Massapequa, NY 11758-1026





Richelle Witt 
<rgrwitt@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Richelle Witt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Richelle Witt
4630 Via Cupertino
Camarillo, CA 93012-5202





Rick Andrews 
<rieckiea@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Andrews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Andrews
3440 W 95th Ave
Westminster, CO 80031-2744





Rick Garvey 
<rickgarvey@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Garvey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Garvey
234 Horizon Ave Apt 5
Venice, CA 90291-5313





Rick Guidotti 
<rickguidotti@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Guidotti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Guidotti
5959 Franklin Ave Apt 307
Los Angeles, CA 90028-5692





Rick Lambert 
<prankstr@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Lambert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Lambert
439 Log Cabin St
Independence, OR 97351-2115





Rick neault 
<ravenwolfshadow@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rick 
neault

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick neault
8050 W Ustick Rd
Boise, ID 83704-5751





Rick Pearson 
<dolfinguy53@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Pearson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Pearson
10110 Osprey Ct
Austin, TX 78750-2105





Rick Russell 
<sand2469@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Russell
325 1/2 S Chuech
Bowling Green, OH 43402





Rick Wilson 
<rwsurf@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Wilson
770 Harbor Cliff Way Unit 144
Oceanside, CA 92054-2267





Rick Wood 
<rw69@cornell.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Rick 
Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Wood
PO Box 803
Burdett, NY 14818-0803





Rickey Westbrooks 
<rickywestbrooks@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rickey Westbrooks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rickey Westbrooks
100 College Ave Apt 8
Centerville, TN 37033-1449





Rifka Hirsch 
<rh189@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rifka 
Hirsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rifka Hirsch
221-B Indianapolis Ave
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4322





Rinda West 
<rinda.west@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Rinda 
West

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rinda West
4313 N Bell Ave
Chicago, IL 60618-1609





Rio Morse 
<riomorse1@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rio 
Morse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Rio Morse
1172 San Ysidro Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-2146





Rise Gluck 
<risegluck@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rise 
Gluck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rise Gluck
5601 Riverdale Ave
Bronx, NY 10471-2119





Rita Bumgarner Kenion 
<ritakenion@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Bumgarner Kenion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rita Bumgarner Kenion
8038 Regent Park Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-5742





Rita Buthe 
<ritab2475@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Buthe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Buthe
6025 Shearwater Dr
Englewood, FL 34224-7801





Rita D'ALBERT 
<femlin@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rita 
D'ALBERT

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rita D'ALBERT
650 S Spring St
Los Angeles, CA 90014-1978





Rita Flygar 
<rflygar@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Flygar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rita Flygar
343 Charles St
Rockville, MD 20850-1573





Rita Glasscock 
<ritalorena@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Glasscock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Glasscock
1443 Bishops Lodge Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87506-0004





Rita Meuer 
<ritameuer@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Meuer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Meuer
1422 Wheeler Rd
Madison, WI 53704-8422





Rita Persichetty 
<onetreehugger@verizo
n.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Persichetty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Persichetty
209 Currie Ave
Staten Island, NY 10306-3903





Rita Poels 
<poels@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Poels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Poels
3725 Riesling Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-7218





Rita Stull 
<ritastull@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Stull

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Stull
2324 Madison Rd Apt 2007
Cincinnati, OH 45208-2692





Rita Whalen 
<ritawhalen@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Rita 
Whalen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Whalen
11795 Dauphin Ave
Largo, FL 33778-2908





Rob Bein 
<robert.bein@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Bein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rob Bein
1805 Kristy Ct
Longmont, CO 80504-7058





Rob Boyle III 
<shaddowwalk@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Boyle III

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Boyle III
8822 S 1540 E
Sandy, UT 84093-1506





Rob DeGraaf 
<robdegraaf@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rob 
DeGraaf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob DeGraaf
903 W Morse St
Plant City, FL 33563-2241





Rob Gonzalez 
<rgonz29452@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Gonzalez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Gonzalez
8840 Lake Park Cir N
Davie, FL 33328-7011





Rob Hatch 
<hatchtelevisions@earth
link.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Hatch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Hatch
E 36th St.
baltimore, MD 21218





Rob Johnson 
<robss22@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Johnson
1572 Doncarol Ave
El Cajon, CA 92019-2577





Rob Lambert 
<rmlambert1987@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Lambert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Lambert
43 Daisy Meadow Ter
Henderson, NV 89074-1504





Rob Milburn 
<robmilburn@ameritech.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Milburn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Milburn
2751 W Giddings St Apt 3w
Chicago, IL 60625-3754





Rob Swift 
<ruswift@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Rob 
Swift

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob Swift
32 Depew Pl
Staten Island, NY 10309-2929





robbee fian 
<tashidelay@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
robbee fian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. robbee fian
484 W 43rd St
New York, NY 10036-6319





Robbi Courtaway 
<rcourtaway@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Robbi 
Courtaway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robbi Courtaway
110 E Rose Ave
Saint Louis, MO 63119-4720





Robbin Lenardon 
<robbin@lenardon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robbin Lenardon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robbin Lenardon
19942 Woodhill Dr
Northville, MI 48167-1740





Robbin Zella 
<zellaad@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robbin Zella

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robbin Zella
76 Park St
West Haven, CT 06516-6059





"Robert and Ms. Donna 
Janusko" 
<janusko@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
"Robert and Ms. Donna 
Janusko"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert and Ms. Donna Janusko
1329 Eaton Ave
Bethlehem, PA 18018-1807





robert angsten 
<prange746@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to robert 
angsten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert angsten
746 N Dee Rd
Park Ridge, IL 60068-2260





Robert Bamford 
<rob_bamford@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Bamford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Bamford
2315 26th Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112-2611





Robert Battersby 
<robert.j.battersby.77@
alum.dartmouth.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Battersby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Battersby
80 Applecroft Ln
Center Conway, NH 03813-4204





Robert Bausch 
<bausch@batnet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Bausch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Bausch
2628 Prindle Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-1512





Robert Belknap 
<rebelknap@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Belknap

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Belknap
2128 Pilgrim Hwy
Frankfort, MI 49635-9247





Robert Benton 
<robertlbenton6@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Benton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Benton
1351 S Vine Ave Apt 38
Fullerton, CA 92833-4292





Robert Berry 
<r.berry10@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Berry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Berry
41 Mill St Apt 213
Marion, MA 02738-1522





Robert Bordbar 
<rbord@cavtel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Bordbar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Bordbar
10500 Rockville Pike Unit 1618
North Bethesda, MD 20852-3355





Robert Bortolin 
<robert_s_bortolin@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Bortolin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Bortolin
6100 S pac. coast HWY APT 13
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-5957





Robert Brooks 
<searcy36@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Brooks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Brooks
1147 C St
Hayward, CA 94541-4213





"Robert B. Kaplan" 
<rkaplan@olypen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Robert B. Kaplan"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I write to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, it
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert B. Kaplan
PO Box 577
Port Angeles, WA 98362-0105





Robert Conlan 
<robertj.conlan@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Conlan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Conlan
520 Pine St
Apt 313
Wahiawa, HI 96786-1832





Robert Couchman 
<rcouchman@mac.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Couchman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Couchman
2022 Guardian Way
Colorado Springs, CO 80919-3816





Robert De Beck 
<robdebeck@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert De Beck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert De Beck
10389 N 1000 E
Cromwell, IN 46732-9604





Robert Dick 
<robertdick9@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Dick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Dick
129 Waverly Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11205-2403





robert doll 
<bdbdolll1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to robert 
doll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert doll
3670 Elcar Dr
Melbourne, FL 32904-8836





Robert Duffy 
<robertfduffy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Duffy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Duffy
441 Main St
West Townsend, MA 01474-1004





Robert Elder 
<rjelder@pacbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Elder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Robert Elder
4022 Braeburn Way
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1308





Robert Engelhard 
<churburgers@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Engelhard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Engelhard
357 16th Pl
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-3203





"Robert Erffmeyer Jr ." 
<rj.erffmeyer@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Robert Erffmeyer Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Erffmeyer Jr.
14 W Division St
Lemont, IL 60439-3809





Robert Frank 
<robertcraigfrank@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Frank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Frank
9013 201st St
Hollis, NY 11423-2710





Robert Friedenberg 
<robert.friedenberg@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Friedenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Friedenberg
3525 Del Mar Heights Rd Ste 644
San Diego, CA 92130-2122





robert garrett 
<bob7336@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to robert 
garrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert garrett
8824 Pembrooke St
Maineville, OH 45039-9203





Robert Giese 
<motoguzzi222@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Giese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Giese
525 N Oneida St Apt 409
Appleton, WI 54911-4786





Robert Groff 
<rw_groff@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Groff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Groff
225 Michelle Dr
Campbell, CA 95008-1719





Robert Gundling 
<rgundling@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Gundling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Gundling
2420 McCullough Ave
San Antonio, TX 78212-3574





Robert Hall 
<bilgepump100@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hall

CA 94117-1149





Robert Hawkins 
<d9cs@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hawkins
25221 108th Ave SE
Kent, WA 98030-6423





Robert Hernandez 
<goldentouch@winning.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hernandez
918 Kent Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11205-2738





Robert Hill 
<rhill@athenet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Hill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hill
E1251 Channel Park Dr
Waupaca, WI 54981-9737





robert hudnut 
<rkhudnut@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to robert 
hudnut

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert hudnut
6509 Hadley Ct S
Cottage Grove, MN 55016-1078





Robert J Barnhart  
<barnhartenator@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert J Barnhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert J Barnhart
1413 Ethridge Ave
Austin, TX 78703-2539





Robert J YINGLING SR 
<rbying3@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Robert J YINGLING SR

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert J YINGLING SR
510 Candlewood Ln
Flat Rock, NC 28731-9638





Robert Jehn 
<marseillejg27@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Jehn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Jehn
180 S Atlantic Ave
Cochranton, PA 16314-8606





Robert Joyce 
<bob356@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Joyce

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Joyce
7556 Glastonbury Rd
Knoxville, TN 37931-1819





Robert Kirsch 
<cupcakerules@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Kirsch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Kirsch
30207 Fern Dr
Willowick, OH 44095-4849





Robert Kuhn 
<rob_kuhn@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Kuhn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Kuhn
125 Fifth Ave Apt 10f
Pelham, NY 10803-1562





Robert Kvaas 
<meteor@rain.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Kvaas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Kvaas
6271 Parkhurst Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-1623





Robert L Foley Jr  
<foleyjrc@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert L Foley Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert L Foley Jr
33 Water St Fl 2
Attleboro, MA 02703-2007





Robert Langston 
<langstonrob@juno.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Langston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Langston
1106 W Magnolia Ave
San Antonio, TX 78201-5644





Robert Leggett 
<rnleggett@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Leggett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Leggett
PO Box 650
Great Falls, VA 22066-0650





Robert Lewis 
<gator3993@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Lewis
1455 Treetop Dr
Palm Harbor, FL 34683-2837





Robert Liden 
<bobliden@uic.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Liden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Liden
11733 Coach Dr
Mokena, IL 60448-1493





Robert Liedike 
<liedike0250@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Liedike

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Liedike
5379 Balsam St
Arvada, CO 80002-3548





Robert Lopez 
<citizenpetition@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Lopez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Lopez
440 N Rengstorff Ave
Mountain View, CA 94043-2879





Robert Luhm 
<luhm@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Luhm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Luhm
816 N 67th St
Wauwatosa, WI 53213-3905





Robert Lusteck 
<rlusteck@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Lusteck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Lusteck
Van Buren
Saint Paul, MN 55104





Robert Manning 
<bobmanning@frontiern
et.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Manning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Manning
12 Cross Rd
Johnsburg, NY 12843-2509





Robert McCombs 
<bobmcc@humboldt1.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert McCombs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert McCombs
PO Box 4175
Arcata, CA 95518-4175





Robert McFarland 
<bobbymcfly418@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert McFarland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert McFarland
824 SW 19th St
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33315-2054





Robert McKinnon Jr  
<robertmckinnon2001@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Robert McKinnon Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert McKinnon Jr
PO Box 1209
Cape Canaveral, FL 32920-1209





Robert Meyer 
<meyer@ewingandclark
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Meyer
2110 Western Ave
Seattle, WA 98121-2110





Robert Mitchell  
<robert.mitchell@eku.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Mitchell
123 Sherman Ave
Lexington, KY 40502-1553





Robert Moore 
<rlmoore379@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Moore
379 Glencrest Dr
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1406





Robert More 
<robertcmore@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Robert More

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert More
PO Box 467
Oldwick, NJ 08858-0467





Robert Mortenson 
<mortrobt@metc.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Mortenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Mortenson
PO Box 240
Elk Horn, IA 51531-0240





Robert Muller 
<bob@dangerousmusic.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Muller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Muller
231 Stevens Rd
Edmeston, NY 13335-2711





Robert Mumm 
<rmumm32@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Mumm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Robert Mumm
13414 Moonshine Rd
Camptonville, CA 95922-9718





"Robert M. And Carol E. 
Christensen" 
<cbxtensen@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
"Robert M. And Carol E. 
Christensen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert M. And Carol E. Christensen
505 South 5th St.
Glenrock, WY 82637





robert nobrega 
<rnobrega@email.lynn.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to robert 
nobrega

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert nobrega
14 Capri Dr
Johnston, RI 02919-3329





Robert Nolter 
<streamlinetn@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Nolter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Nolter
518 Echo Valley Rd
Knoxville, TN 37923-6031





Robert Obeid 
<cjo1942@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Obeid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Obeid
477 George McKinney Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705-8035





robert ogburn 
<ojimmy1717@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to robert 
ogburn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert ogburn
4525 US Highway 17 N Lot 4
Brunswick, GA 31525-4918





Robert Orndorff  
<msorny44@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Orndorff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Orndorff
2238 NW 12th St
Oklahoma City, OK 73107-5604





Robert Pancner 
<rpancn@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Pancner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Pancner
7936 Redondo Ct
Darien, IL 60561-1633





Robert Parker Stellato  
<stbob22@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Parker Stellato

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Parker Stellato
3015 E Bayshore Rd Spc 212
Redwood City, CA 94063-4108





Robert Pavese 
<lubeall@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Pavese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Pavese
1986 Windsor Dr
North Palm Beach, FL 33408-2843





Robert Petersen 
<robert.petersen@childr
ens.harvard.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Petersen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Petersen
975 Memorial Dr
Cambridge, MA 02138-5753





Robert Pliskin 
<bb.pliskin@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Pliskin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Pliskin
94 Woodcrest Ave
White Plains, NY 10604-2326





Robert Plunkett 
<robertatfs@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Plunkett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Plunkett
10909 Greyfriar Ln
Fort Smith, AR 72908-0809





Robert Puchli 
<rpuchli@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Puchli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Puchli
2413 Sunset Dr
Lindenhurst, IL 60046-8960





Robert Reavis 
<rreavis4@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Reavis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Reavis
5788 W Alice Ave
Glendale, AZ 85302-4625





Robert Rucker 
<bobrucker@cnsp.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Rucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Rucker



Robert Rusk 
<musicavalanche@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Rusk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Rusk
403 Claridge Ct
Point Pleasant Boro, NJ 08742-2168





Robert Rutkowski 
<r_e_rutkowski@att.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Rutkowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Rutkowski
2527 SE Faxon Ct
Topeka, KS 66605-2086





Robert Scouras 
<robertscouras@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Scouras

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Scouras
1770 Cr 411
Lexington, TX 78947-4956





Robert Seltzer 
<rsscpa@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Seltzer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Seltzer
9595 Wilshire Blvd Ste 1020
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-2510





Robert Shelby 
<rmspoet@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Shelby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Shelby
138 1/2 Dartmouth Place
Benicia, CA 94510-2019





Robert Smith 
<xrsamx@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Smith
128 Seneca Blvd
Hendersonville, NC 28739-4639





Robert Smith 
<robertdsmith@mindspri
ng.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Smith
814 Demerius St Apt R2
Durham, NC 27701-1671





Robert Snyder 
<robertgarvan@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Snyder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Snyder
4809 Springfield Ave
Philadelphia, PA 19143-3409





Robert Snyder 
<bobsnyder_86@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Snyder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Snyder
117 Verda Ave
North Syracuse, NY 13212-2406





Robert Sventy 
<robsventy@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Sventy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Sventy
68 Union Ave
Edison, NJ 08820-3507





Robert Wagner 
<rrwagner@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Wagner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wagner
10349 Kingsport Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45241-3144





Robert Wallace 
<last1le@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Wallace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wallace
13712 Sunrise Dr
Whittier, CA 90602-2547





Robert Watrous 
<watrousr@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Watrous

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Bogus, Bogus, Bogus. I wish there were better words to express the
situation. Why is the US on the defense against corporations in the
realm of the environment? It should be a given fact that protection of
our environment is paramount. Instead the voices for the environment
are being preempted by those of the industry lobyists.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mr. Robert Watrous
10 Dibert Rd
Andover, NJ 07821-2991



robert watson 
<robertwatson12@msn.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to robert 
watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert watson
2042 S Las Palmas
Mesa, AZ 85202-6353





Robert Williams 
<excelsior30@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Williams
PO Box 355
Woodleaf, NC 27054-0355





Robert Wolpa 
<rob-dan@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Wolpa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wolpa
2032 Mather St
Irving, TX 75061-1820





Robert Yancey 
<yancey1@frontiernet.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Yancey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Yancey
570 Sorento Ave
Sorento, IL 62086-3200





Robert Ziegler 
<tachyon-nrg@cfl.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Robert Ziegler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Ziegler
1132 Castle Wood Ter
Casselberry, FL 32707-3663





"Robert (Wes) 
Ridgeway" 
<wes55biker@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Robert (Wes) 
Ridgeway"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Robert (Wes) Ridgeway
2541 Union Rd
Saint Louis, MO 63125-3400





Roberta Cordeau 
<racordeau@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Cordeau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Cordeau
203 17th St
Brooklyn, NY 11215-5351





Roberta Hurst 
<dulcilady@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Hurst

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roberta Hurst
6185 W Adams
Belleville, MI 48111-4203





Roberta Lee 
<rlwhitedov@ca.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roberta Lee
703 Allen Dr
Corona, CA 92879-8889





Roberta Newman 
<robertaellengold@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Newman
300 Monte Vista Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-5080





Roberta Pato 
<bibrtp@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Pato

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Pato
6 Reynolds Rd
Loch Sheldrake, NY 12759-5208





Roberta Schober 
<rhs734@satx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Schober

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Schober
12506 Enchanted Oaks St
Live Oak, TX 78233-2403





Roberta Sebastian 
<rmsbsn@bellsouth.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Roberta Sebastian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Sebastian
999 Hamilton Dr
Homestead, FL 33034-3700





roberto roman 
<bluryd@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
roberto roman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. roberto roman
9906 58th Ave
Corona, NY 11368-3714





Robin Ann Zanni 
<zannifamily@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Ann Zanni

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Ann Zanni
8216 Longden Cir
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-0814





Robin Foster 
<rcfoster@blackfoot.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Foster
500 Sloway Frontage Rd W
Saint Regis, MT 59866-9761





Robin Gorges 
<coksvt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Gorges

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Gorges
2
Montpelier, VT 05602





Robin Hershey 
<rinna_delenn@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Hershey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Robin Hershey
640 S Firestone Blvd
Akron, OH 44301-3126





Robin Hicks 
<beedfreek@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Hicks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Hicks
4531 Millersville Rd
Taylorsville, NC 28681-8925





Robin Husslage 
<rhusslage@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Husslage

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Husslage
446 Central Rd
Rye, NH 03870-2546





Robin Jones 
<remjones53@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Jones
362 140th St
Highland Park, IL 60035





Robin Mayerat 
<ruberobin@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Mayerat

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Mayerat
2949 Cloverbank Rd
Hamburg, NY 14075-3431





Robin Shielke 
<robins@mpei.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Shielke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Shielke
PO Box 957
Granby, CO 80446-0957





Robin Spiegelman 
<rspiegelman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Spiegelman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Spiegelman
8230 233rd St
Queens Village, NY 11427-2114





Robin Tripaldi 
<shpnkrt@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Tripaldi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Tripaldi
9911 Lavera Dr
Austin, TX 78726-2431





Robin Van Tassell  
<rbnvantassell@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Van Tassell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Van Tassell
335 N San Pedro Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903-2875





Robin Vosburg 
<rvosburg@bak.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Robin 
Vosburg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Vosburg
912 Rockwood Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93308-1421





Robyn Renee 
<robyn.renee11@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Robyn Renee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robyn Renee
Robindale St.
Las Vegas, NV 89139





Robyn Walters 
<robyn1mark@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robyn Walters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robyn Walters
104 Sandy Pine Trl
Milford, PA 18337-9045





Robyne Huber 
<knicname1st@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Robyne Huber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Stop threatening necessary species for our ecosystem from becoming
EXTINCT!

Sincerely,

Ms. Robyne Huber
170 W End Ave



New York, NY 10023-5401



"Rochelle Didier, M.D." 
<doctordee22@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
"Rochelle Didier, M.D."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rochelle Didier, M.D.



Rochelle La Rosa 
<wigicat@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rochelle La Rosa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rochelle La Rosa
5719 Riggs St
Mission, KS 66202-2650





Rocio Reyes 
<rocio3sa2002@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Rocio 
Reyes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rocio Reyes
4261 Sheridan Ave S Apt 303
Minneapolis, MN 55410-1620





Rocky romeo 
<rockyr@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Rocky 
romeo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rocky romeo
1006 McKinley Ct
Princeton, NJ 08540-4624





Rod Adkisson 
<radkiss7@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Rod 
Adkisson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rod Adkisson
9329 Krashin Dr
Conifer, CO 80433-9512





Rodney Derbigny 
<inspire226@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rodney Derbigny

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rodney Derbigny
PO Box 16303
Sugar Land, TX 77496-6303





"Rodriquez, Jamie C." 
<tigerpaws@ou.edu>

11/18/2011 09:13 AM

To: "permitsR3ES@fws.gov" <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: NiSource

FWS:  The arrogance of the “NiSource Plan” is astounding.   This is blatant corporate dictatorship.  I do 
not care who they are or who they think they are, they have no right to demand the killing of any living 
thing they perceive as in their way. Nor do you have the right to permit this disgusting disregard for life 
to the point of extinction.  What kind of mind would even consider extinction for profit?  What is the 
matter with you for even considering it?   That in itself is a betrayal of public trust.  It seems that there is 
no part of our government that can be entrusted with protection of our environment or the plants and 
animals that should be considered a treasure.  Sincerely angry,  Jamie Rodriquez



Roel Garza 
<garyg61@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Roel 
Garza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Roel Garza
7215 Black Mountain Dr
Austin, TX 78736





Roger C 
<roger.highsea.carl@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Roger 
C

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Roger C
2772 Felt Rd
Eureka, CA 95503-9509





Roger Crayton 
<roger.a.crayton@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Crayton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Crayton
1061 W 38th St
Lorain, OH 44052-5117





Roger Easterday 
<raeday33@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Easterday

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Easterday
114 S L St Apt 1
Lompoc, CA 93436-6744





Roger Even Bove 
<rbove@wcupa.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Even Bove

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roger Even Bove
325 Holly Rd
West Chester, PA 19380-4614





Roger Jeff Cunningham 
<jeff@access.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Jeff Cunningham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Jeff Cunningham
484 W 43rd St Apt 20h
New York, NY 10036-6339





Roger Johnson 
<gp3936@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Johnson
35 Baggs Hill Rd
Granby, MA 01033-9508





Roger Kramer 
<rogteach@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Kramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roger Kramer
9238 Beowulf St
San Antonio, TX 78254-2230





Roger Leisner 
<rleisnerrfm@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Leisner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Leisner
PO Box 2705
Augusta, ME 04338-2705





Roger Lewis 
<lewisrl@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Lewis
1305 Kentshire Cir
Plano, TX 75025-3445





Roger Long 
<rogerlong@qwest.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Long

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Roger Long
403 Montclair St
Enterprise, OR 97828-1257





Roger Messenger 
<roger@faeconsulting.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Messenger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roger Messenger
3115 S Ocean Blvd Apt 501
Highland Beach, FL 33487-4712





Roger Overholt 
<regoryx@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Overholt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Overholt
200 Janzen Way
Hemet, CA 92545-8875





Roger Thicke 
<rsthicke@acegroup.cc
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Thicke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Thicke
30707 County Road 1
La Crescent, MN 55947-4272





Roger Vest 
<dameon2k@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Vest

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Vest

Ringgold





Roger Woitte 
<weasleman42@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Roger 
Woitte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Woitte
541 Florida Ave Apt 204
Herndon, VA 20170-4925





Rolaine Smoot 
<ghostcat@tampabay.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rolaine Smoot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rolaine Smoot
5624 Coolidge St
Riverview, FL 33578-3719





Romalue Keith 
<romalue6@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Romalue Keith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Romalue Keith
3715 S School Ave
# 8
Sarasota, FL 34239-6227





Ron Avila 
<ronavila@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Avila

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Avila
2027 Mission St Apt 411
San Francisco, CA 94110-1245





Ron Barmett 
<clanbarnet@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Barmett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ron Barmett
1260 W New River Rd
New River, AZ 85087-8514





Ron Berti 
<rcberti47@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Berti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Berti
155 SW 88th Ave
Portland, OR 97225-6454





Ron cober 
<roncober@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ron 
cober

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron cober
6940 Mayer Rd
Ira, MI 48023-2200





ron harris 
<ron2bfree@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to ron 
harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ron harris
north
san mateo, CA 94401





Ron Henry 
<ronlhenry@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Henry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Henry
40 E Jarrettsville Rd
Forest Hill, MD 21050-1630





Ron Hubert 
<rhubertaz@earthlink.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Hubert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Hubert
6800 Virgil Way
Flagstaff, AZ 86001-8148





Ron Kloberdanz 
<infinite-entropy@engin
eer.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Kloberdanz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Kloberdanz
2751 Kilconway Ln
South San Francisco, CA 94080-3847





Ron Liebelt 
<rliebelt@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Liebelt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Liebelt
3555 Lowell St
Wayzata, MN 55391-3411





Ron Lindquist 
<linqron@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Lindquist

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ron Lindquist
3535 Executive Terminal Dr
Henderson, NV 89052-4227





Ron Ragsdale 
<ron@cattletech.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Ragsdale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Ragsdale
Two Rivers Ranch
Elm Springs, SD 577912735





Ron Rosenbaum 
<rosenbaum10024@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Rosenbaum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Rosenbaum
2692 E 66th St
Brooklyn, NY 11234-6805





Ron Schranz 
<rschranz@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ron 
Schranz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Schranz
85 Honuea Pl
Kihei, HI 96753-6095





ron smith 
<ronrose@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to ron 
smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ron smith
12904 E Delgado St
Dewey, AZ 86327-7170





Ronald Baltrunas 
<bicyclecowboy@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Baltrunas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Baltrunas
2455 Finlandia Ln
Apt 47
Clearwater, FL 33763-3351





Ronald Carlson 
<carlsons8@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ronald Carlson
7000 Saint Annes Ave
Lanham, MD 20706-3470





Ronald Christ 
<ronald.christ@me.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Christ

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ronald Christ
40 Camino Cielo
Santa Fe, NM 87506-2115





Ronald Clayton 
<claytonron@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Clayton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

There is too much at stake here, and NiSource's request is too big and
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Clayton
545 E Dorsett Ave
Asheboro, NC 27203-6919





Ronald Clifton 
<clifton.ronald@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Clifton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Clifton
2165 E 400 S
Wabash, IN 46992-8180





Ronald Dailey 
<r.d.dailey80@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Dailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Dailey
2876 E. St. Rd. 28
Alexandria, IN 46001





Ronald Downs 
<imacanoer@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Downs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I want the Fish & Wildlife Service to know that I think NiSource's
request is too big and puts too many endangered animals at risk for too
many years to be approved.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Downs



1225 Lokoya Rd
Napa, CA 94558-9567



Ronald Eubanks 
<ron704@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Eubanks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ronald Eubanks
307 Willow Rd
Savannah, GA 31419-2633





Ronald Gray 
<tamsin@comporium.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Gray
952 Holly Rd
Rock Hill, SC 29730-7602





Ronald Greene 
<ronald.greene@duke.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Greene

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ronald Greene
1014 Norwood Ave
Durham, NC 27707-1038





Ronald Gulla 
<fight11@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Gulla

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Gulla
302 Linden Creek Rd
Canonsburg, PA 15317-4834





Ronald Hobbs 
<rhobbs1949@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Hobbs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Hobbs
10124 4th St
Highland, IN 46322-3461





Ronald Maxson 
<ronaldmaxson@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Maxson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Maxson
2801 Hauser Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90016-3205





Ronald Peyton 
<kokeemtnman@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Peyton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Peyton
5440 Caballo Ct NE
Rio Rancho, NM 87144-0578





Ronald Richards 
<vondelerichards@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Richards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Richards
5801 Ellis Rd
Stockport, OH 43787-9214





Ronald Robinson 601 W 
Kings Hwy 
<rrobin33@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Robinson 601 W 
Kings Hwy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Robinson 601 W Kings Hwy
601 W Kings Hwy
Audubon, NJ 08106-2208





"Ronald 
Shenberger@hotmail.co
m" <ronald_shenberger
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
"Ronald 
Shenberger@hotmail.co
m"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Shenberger@hotmail.com
1516 E Windsor Dr
Denton, TX 76209-1215





Ronald Sparling 
<rlsparling@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Sparling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Sparling
2759 Eucalyptus Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806-2515





Ronald Wehner 
<godscountry@wavecab
le.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Ronald Wehner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Wehner
40 Columbine Way
Port Angeles, WA 98362-7117





Ronda Snider 
<rondasnider@eml.cc>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Ronda Snider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ronda Snider
13805 Easy Street Kp N
Gig Harbor, WA 98329-5131





Roni Feldman 
<uronmytoe@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Roni 
Feldman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roni Feldman
2100 N Main St Apt A6
Los Angeles, CA 90031-4003





Rooni bissonnette 
<iamaitri@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Rooni 
bissonnette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rooni bissonnette
21755 Summit Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8402





Rosalie Sable 
<rsable@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalie Sable

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalie Sable
7315 SW Beaverton Hillsdale Hwy
Apt 107
Portland, OR 97225-2068





Rosalie Yelen 
<rsyelen@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalie Yelen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalie Yelen

NY





Rosalind De Rolon 
<rosalindderolon@mac.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalind De Rolon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalind De Rolon
5625 Key St Apt C
Dallas, TX 75205-5004





Rosalinda Iacovitti  
<forest88@hvc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalinda Iacovitti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalinda Iacovitti
8 Sunny Pl
Walden, NY 12586-1343





Rosalyn Atkinson 
<rosalynatkinson@bells
outh.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalyn Atkinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Rosalyn Atkinson
4414 Ivy Hall Dr
Columbia, SC 29206-1227





Rosalyn Driscoll  
<roz@crocker.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalyn Driscoll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalyn Driscoll
24 O'Neil Rd
Haydenville, MA 01039





Rosalyn Jirge 
<rivermama39@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Rosalyn Jirge

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosalyn Jirge
1729 Bishop Dr
Concord, CA 94521-2007





Rosanne Paquette 
<lepaq14@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rosanne Paquette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosanne Paquette
141E55thSt Apt.10a
New York, NY 10022





Rose Ansbro 
<ransbro17@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rose 
Ansbro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Ansbro
2060 Larue St
Philadelphia, PA 19124-2006





Rose Gallogly 
<rosegallogly@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rose 
Gallogly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Gallogly



Rose Hutchins 
<rhutchins2@neo.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Rose 
Hutchins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rose Hutchins
110 W Washington St
Norwalk, OH 44857-1240





Rose Owens 
<jpc111853@centurytel.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Rose 
Owens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rose Owens
PO Box 784
Hadley, MI 48440-0784





Rose Schlecker 
<rasha100@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Rose 
Schlecker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rose Schlecker
3837 Annapolis Ct
S San Fran, CA 94080-4007





Roseanne Pacheco 
<maga1r@netscape.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Roseanne Pacheco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roseanne Pacheco
105 Chapel Dr Ext
Valatie, NY 12184-3903





Rosemarie Sawdon 
<sawdon@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rosemarie Sawdon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemarie Sawdon
1201 Harvest Ridge Ln
Blacksburg, VA 24060-5067





Rosemary Gant 
<rosemarygant@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rosemary Gant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Gant
350 W 85th St
New York, NY 10024-3822





Rosemary 
Graham-Gardner 
<liaisonsus@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rosemary 
Graham-Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rosemary Graham-Gardner
PO Box 3335
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-1335





Rosemary Rogers 
<rterrirogers39@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rosemary Rogers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Rogers
4 Julian Dr
Athens, OH 45701-3661





Rosemary Ward 
<arosemary1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Rosemary Ward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Ward
1216 Greenway St
Greenville, MS 38701-6439





Rosemary Webster 
<webster-rm@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Rosemary Webster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Webster
5752 128th St
Crestwood, IL 60445-3823





Rosetta Lavena 
<oggi1132000@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Rosetta Lavena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosetta Lavena
113 1st Pl
Brooklyn, NY 11231-4634





Rosetta McGovern 
<rosettastone52@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Rosetta McGovern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosetta McGovern
3769 Cadet Ct
Saint Charles, MO 63301-4306





Rosie Bachand 
<obgynnpc@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Rosie 
Bachand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosie Bachand
132 E Walnut St
Stockton, CA 95204-5909





Rosiris Paniagua 
<rosiris_paniagua@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Rosiris Paniagua

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosiris Paniagua
3304 Alicia Ave
Altadena, CA 91001-4408





Roslyn Jones 
<buffjones@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Roslyn Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roslyn Jones
6525 Dante Circle
Riverside, CA 92506-5365





ross bender jr 
<benderjrross108@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to ross 
bender jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ross bender jr
245 W Hallam Ave
Washington, PA 15301-4203





Ross Lerner 
<ross@lerneradvertising
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ross 
Lerner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ross Lerner
19940 Sunnyslope Dr
Beverly Hills, MI 48025-2915





Roswitha Pimentel 
<rose@carlisletravel.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Roswitha Pimentel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roswitha Pimentel
11852 Gem St
Norwalk, CA 90650-2446





Rowena BEss 
<rowenab06@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Rowena BEss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rowena BEss
12672 Jewell Ave
Perry, IA 50220-6030





Roxann Shadrick 
<silverwolf106@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Roxann Shadrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roxann Shadrick
2245 E Geddes Ave
Decatur, IL 62526-5126





Roxann Shadrick 
<wolf_warrior43@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Roxann Shadrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roxann Shadrick
2245 E Geddes Ave
Decatur, IL 62526-5126





Roxanne Braithwaite 
<dragonfrnd@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Roxanne Braithwaite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roxanne Braithwaite
32 28th Ave
Venice, CA 90291-6321





Roxanne Rankin 
<roxannerankin@live.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Roxanne Rankin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roxanne Rankin
11909 Lone Peak Dr
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739-2348





Roxy Gray 
<roxyjay5@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Roxy 
Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roxy Gray
5 Paddock Cir
Canton, MA 02021-1750





ROY OSHITA 
<roythegourd@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to ROY 
OSHITA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ROY OSHITA
1126 Arroyo Dr
Monterey Park, CA 91755-5816





Roy Pales 
<roypls@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Roy 
Pales

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roy Pales

CA





Roy Treadway 
<royctreadway@frontier.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Roy 
Treadway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roy Treadway
712 N School St
Normal, IL 61761-1621





Roz Cobb 
<roz.goldstein@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Roz 
Cobb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roz Cobb
125 Corte Anita
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1106





roz hall 
<rozstavitzkehall@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to roz 
hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. roz hall
468 w st. rd. 8
hebron, IN 46341-8844





Rozita Davani 
<davani.rozita@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Rozita 
Davani

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Rozita Davani
18903 Ferry Landing Cir
Germantown, MD 20874-1929





Rubã©N Garcia 
<ballroomdancer1@me.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Rubã©N Garcia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rubã©N Garcia
1200 W Lambert Rd Unit 28
La Habra, CA 90631-6624





Rubia Gil 
<rubia_gil@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rubia 
Gil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rubia Gil
plano P avenue
Dallas, TX 75074





Ruby Love 
<rubyquail@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ruby 
Love

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruby Love
PO Box 714
Corrales, NM 87048-0714





Rudolph Ripp 
<rudykr@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Rudolph Ripp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rudolph Ripp
33 Sherman Ave
Staten Island, NY 10301-2301





Rudy Bacich 
<rudy.bacich@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Rudy 
Bacich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rudy Bacich
5 Denman Pl
Cranford, NJ 07016-2923





Ruibing Wang 
<ruibingw@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Ruibing Wang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ruibing Wang
5461 Congleton Cir
Clay, NY 13041-6931





Russ Bannon 
<russbannon@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Russ 
Bannon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russ Bannon
511 NE 21st Ct Apt 323
Wilton Manors, FL 33305-2178





Russ Cross 
<russc_98@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Russ 
Cross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russ Cross
PO Box 309
Ladoga, IN 47954-0309





Russ Gregory 
<rugrigo@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Russ 
Gregory

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russ Gregory
Nasturti Way
Apex, NC 27539-9763





russ phillips 
<russellophillips@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to russ 
phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. russ phillips
2017 SE Stone St
Corvallis, OR 97333-1830





Russ Seekatz 
<seekastar@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Russ 
Seekatz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russ Seekatz
651 John Wesley Dobbs Ave NE
Atlanta, GA 30312-1601





Russel Caudell 
<russel.caudell@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Russel Caudell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russel Caudell
1021 Brentwood Dr
Russell, KY 41169-1621





Russel Deroche 
<vcamview@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Russel Deroche

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russel Deroche
PO Box 534
352 N Millet Avenue
Gramercy, LA 70052-0534





russell archer 
<russellarcher@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
russell archer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. russell archer
4425 NE Rodney Ave
Portland, OR 97211-2731





Russell Bezette 
<rjbezette@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Bezette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Bezette
PO Box 668
La Verkin, UT 84745-0668





Russell James 
<rj1845@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Russell James

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell James
1845 Ramon Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-7709





Russell Posch 
<rwposch@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Posch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Posch
801 Camelia Ct
Irving, TX 75060-3724





Russell Rivenburg 
<rivenburg_r@bellsouth.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Rivenburg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Rivenburg
1716 NW 5th St
Chiefland, FL 32626-1715





Russell Scott 
<russscott@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Scott
10009 Kilnstone Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-6224





Russell Se 
<res555@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Se

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Se
B street
WRJ, VT 05001





Russell Smiley 
<russell.smiley@norman
dale.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Smiley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Russell Smiley
7455 France Ave S # 415
Edina, MN 55435-4702





Russell Smith 
<russell@smith.name>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Russell Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Smith
4227 Summit Point Rd
Charles Town, WV 25414-4661





Ruth Adams 
<tsmass@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Adams
22 Midgley Ln
Worcester, MA 01604-3562





Ruth Ann Syrell-Rock 
<madarock@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Ann Syrell-Rock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ruth Ann Syrell-Rock
3853 Midway Ave
Culver City, CA 90232-3312





Ruth Bescript 
<rainbow1926@live.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Bescript

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Bescript
8882 E Maxwell Dr
Tucson, AZ 85747-5187





Ruth Borgeson Lee 
<ruthborges@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Borgeson Lee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Borgeson Lee
24 Dory Ct
Bluffton, SC 29909-4308





Ruth Fujita 
<fujitar004@hawaii.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Fujita

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Fujita
3331 Kamaaina Dr
Honolulu, HI 96817-1031





Ruth Garbus 
<rmg12498@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Garbus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Garbus
23 Lewis Hollow Rd
Woodstock, NY 12498-2030





Ruth Hosek 
<rsh89@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Hosek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Hosek
175 E Delaware Pl
Chicago, IL 60611-1756





Ruth Mendes 
<ruthm3m@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Mendes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Mendes
30 Peters Ln
Pound Ridge, NY 10576-1805





Ruth Sandefur 
<rsandefur@embarqmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Sandefur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

I am weary of lobbyists being sneaky!!  We need to be more accountable
as a nation and stop pulling the wool over everyone!

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Sandefur
1709 W McRainey Rd



Parkton, NC 28371-9441



Ruth Shrairman 
<shrairmr@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Shrairman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ruth Shrairman
7783 Cornwall Cir
Boulder, CO 80301-4101





Ruth Smith 
<burson32@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Smith
1695 SW Wellington Ave
Portland, OR 97225-4719





Ruth Stoner Muzzin 
<rmuzzin@friedumsprin
g.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Stoner Muzzin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan is FLAWED

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Stoner Muzzin
PO Box 370761
Montara, CA 94037-0761





Ruth Teeple 
<teeple@insightbb.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
Teeple

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Teeple
2129 Edgehill Rd
Louisville, KY 40205-1503





ruth tincher 
<rtincher@fuse.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to ruth 
tincher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ruth tincher
1599 Maple Grove Rd
Mount Orab, OH 45154-9113





Ruth van Veenendaal 
<peaceturtle1942@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
van Veenendaal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth van Veenendaal
335 Blvd. Ave.
Pitman, NJ 08071-2512





Ruth von Fleckenstein  
<fritz@alumni.reed.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ruth 
von Fleckenstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ruth von Fleckenstein
3109 14th St NE
Washington, DC 20017-2927





Ruthie Bernaert 
<jimnruthie@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Ruthie Bernaert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruthie Bernaert
46-4091 Old Mamalahoa Hwy
Honokaa, HI 96727-7049





Ryan Gourley 
<gourley.ryan@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Gourley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Gourley
25 Lincoln Ave Apt 22
Iowa City, IA 52246-2215





ryan patrick 
<bamacowboy1@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to ryan 
patrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ryan patrick
2426 Wynterhall Rd SE
Huntsville, AL 35803-2902





Ryan Pena 
<rdpena93@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Pena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Pena

Columbus, OH 43210-1313





Ryan Robertson 
<robertson2002@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Robertson
4800 University Dr Apt 11e
Durham, NC 27707-3471





Ryan Sdano 
<ryanattitude2001@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Sdano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

As a liberal citizen of faith who is extremely appalled by the gas
& oil companies uncaring attitude toward our environment, just so
they can make a profit, no matter what endangered species will be
affected by it.

I want the Fish & Wildlife Service to have a backbone & say NO
to corporations that want to destroy our beautiful wildlife in the name
of greed. We need to keep the Endangered Species Act. This legislation
is too important to throw down the toilet.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big



and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Sdano
240 E Main St
Whitewater, WI 53190-2071



Ryan Toups 
<ryantoupsjunk@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Toups

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Toups
725 Joseph St
New Orleans, LA 70115-3164





Ryan Wallace 
<theycallmethephat1@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Wallace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Wallace
5200 S Brandon St
Seattle, WA 98118-2523





Ryan Wilson 
<rcwsyr@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ryan 
Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Wilson
23 Leversee Ave
Cohoes, NY 12047-1808





"R. Gladish" 
<davinci79@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "R. 
Gladish"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. R. Gladish
1836 Hunsaker St
Oceanside, CA 92054-5630





"R. Grabarck" 
<rddoyle1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "R. 
Grabarck"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. R. Grabarck
959 Coachway
Annapolis, MD 21401-6405





"R. Holloway" 
<rholloway@hvc.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "R. 
Holloway"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. R. Holloway
958 Church Rd
Saugerties, NY 12477-3231





S cole 
<skcolemain@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to S cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. S cole
133 Aspen Ct
Woodstock, GA 30188-1781





S Crespo 
<crespo.susan@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to S 
Crespo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

S Crespo

TX 78703





S fyre 
<fyrewerks@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to S fyre

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. S fyre
29 linwood avenue
Emerson, NJ 07630





S K 
<ckarras03@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to S K

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

S K



S LaRoussa 
<slaroussa@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to S 
LaRoussa

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. S LaRoussa
1102 Southwind Dr
Raymore, MO 64083-9373





S Steuer 
<ss@ssteuer.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to S 
Steuer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. S Steuer
highland ave
San Francisco, CA 94110





S Van Zant 
<vzinct@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to S Van 
Zant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. S Van Zant
16 Greens Farms Holw
Westport, CT 06880-6138





Saba Valadkhan 
<saba_v@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Saba 
Valadkhan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Saba Valadkhan
701 W Lakeside Ave
Cleveland, OH 44113-1090





Sabrina Krauss 
<sabrinak@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sabrina Krauss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sabrina Krauss
619 Wheeler St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5052





Sage Kurtz 
<sagekurtz@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sage 
Kurtz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sage Kurtz
2609 SE Stephens St
Portland, OR 97214-4957





Sage Lippur 
<xmeowz@yahoo.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sage 
Lippur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

Haven't we destroyed enough of America already?  How much more can we
take, before we cannot undo the damage?

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sage Lippur
PO Box 131
Liberty Lake, WA 99019-0131





Sakti Rinek 
<sakti@newmex.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sakti 
Rinek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sakti Rinek
PO Box 3226
Taos, NM 87571-3226





Saliane Anderssen 
<zigdan@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Saliane Anderssen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Saliane Anderssen
7140 N Guthrie Rd
Tucson, AZ 85743-9353





Sally Berner 
<k9art@new.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Berner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Berner
180 W Briar Ln
Green Bay, WI 54301-1314





Sally Cruikshank 
<funonmars@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Cruikshank

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Cruikshank
17314 Knapp St
Northridge, CA 91325-2418





Sally Doyle 
<sagruberdoyle@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Doyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Doyle
205 Gay St
Phoenixville, PA 19460-3720





Sally Hinshaw 
<sphinshaw@columbus.
rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Hinshaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Hinshaw
1573 Kirkley Rd
Columbus, OH 43221-2221





Sally Jacques 
<sallyj@bluelapislight.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Jacques

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Jacques
4620 Banister Ln
Austin, TX 78745-1806





Sally Khalil 
<sallyk722@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Khalil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sally Khalil
20050 N Cave Creek Rd Apt 389
Phoenix, AZ 85024-5436





Sally McElravey 
<jmcelrav@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sally 
McElravey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sally McElravey
12486 Brookglen Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070-3413





Sally Peterson 
<speterson@middletow
nrancheria.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Peterson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Peterson
PO Box 1658
Middletown, CA 95461-1658





Sally Scott 
<sallylscott@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sally Scott
4906 Beverly Hills Dr
Austin, TX 78731-4702





Sally Sprunger 
<sallysgrooming@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Sally 
Sprunger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Sprunger
1181 Oak Grove Pl
Decatur, IN 46733-7574





Sally & Dave Elliott 
<sdelliot@berkeley.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sally 
& Dave Elliott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sally & Dave Elliott
100 Bay Pl
Apt 710
Oakland, CA 94610-4410





Salma~Ahmad Khan 
<salmiahmadkhan@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Salma~Ahmad Khan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Salma~Ahmad Khan
101Greenwood Ave.
Edison, NJ 08817-3425





Salome Hawkins 
<cybersal@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Salome Hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Salome Hawkins
6159 E Calle Pantano
Anaheim, CA 92807-2308





Salvador Sanchez 
<sanchez_sal91@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Salvador Sanchez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Salvador Sanchez
3625 Hillview Dr
Riverside, CA 92503-4726





sam asseff 
<maduk99@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to sam 
asseff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. sam asseff
6932 Noble St
Colo Spgs, CO 80915-3153





sam bros 
<shichimeitozoku@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to sam 
bros

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss sam bros
850 Old North Ocean Ave
Patchogue, NY 11772-2434





Sam Crothers 
<ssamfrog@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sam 
Crothers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Crothers
1121 W Turner St
Allentown, PA 18102-3834





Sam eisenbach 
<salmonsoup@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sam 
eisenbach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam eisenbach
13040 90th Ave
Mecosta, MI 49332-9307





Sam Hanson 
<samantha2_5@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sam 
Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sam Hanson
832 Kit Ln
Hudson, WI 54016-7600





Sam Miner 
<minerst@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sam 
Miner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Miner
7 Stonehenge Rd
Great Neck, NY 11023-1007





Sam Sloneker 
<samslo@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sam 
Sloneker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Sloneker
PO Box 28
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-0028





Sam Wagstaff 
<swag1224@mac.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sam 
Wagstaff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Wagstaff
369 Livingston St
Norwood, NJ 07648-1803





Samandi Adams 
<samandi@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Samandi Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Samandi Adams
419 N Sabre Dr
Fresno, CA 93727-3441





Samantha Honowitz 
<sbh245@nyu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Samantha Honowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Samantha Honowitz
7157 Alvern St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-1825





Samantha Maurice 
<00samm@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Samantha Maurice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Samantha Maurice
356 S Main St
Fort Atkinson, WI 53538-2229





Samantha Nilsson 
<nightsail@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Samantha Nilsson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 5 or 10
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Samantha Nilsson
3840 Remington Cir
Anchorage, AK 99507-2869





Samantha Soracco 
<iceprincss68@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Samantha Soracco

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Samantha Soracco
202 Katerina Dr
Monaca, PA 15061-3033





Samantha Zabalo 
<szaba001@fiu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Samantha Zabalo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Samantha Zabalo
345 Research Dr Apt 57
Athens, GA 30605-2774





Sammarye Lewis 
<sammarye@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Sammarye Lewis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sammarye Lewis
PO Box 26331
San Jose, CA 95159-6331





Sammy Low 
<cougarcreek7@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sammy Low

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sammy Low
709 W Wiser Lake Rd
Ferndale, WA 98248-9489





Samuel Berg 
<sber6415@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Samuel Berg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Berg
29601 NE David Ln
Newberg, OR 97132-6457





Samuel Bond 
<shaman26@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Samuel Bond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Bond
528 W Evans Ave
Pueblo, CO 81004-1502





Samuel Greene 
<thr2111@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Samuel Greene

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Greene

Spring Green, WI 53588-8991





Samuel Hergenrather 
<kyipo@netscape.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Samuel Hergenrather

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Hergenrather
7527 Kennedy Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5421





Samuel Leeman-Munk 
<grammarman@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Samuel Leeman-Munk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Leeman-Munk
Sleemanmunk@Gmail.Com
Carrboro, NC 27510





Samuel Speciale 
<sgspeciale@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Samuel Speciale

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Samuel Speciale
14 Trevors Trl
Asheville, NC 28806-9243





Sandi Baker 
<sandi@wolfsongstudio.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sandi 
Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandi Baker
2611 43rd Ave NE
Hickory, NC 28601-7427





Sandi Cook 
<scook32@twcny.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Sandi 
Cook

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandi Cook
4562 Albany St
Homer, NY 13077-1616





Sandi Covell 
<scovell@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sandi 
Covell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandi Covell
1183 Alemany Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94112-1401





Sandie Betz-Eisenberg 
<partiesbysandie@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sandie Betz-Eisenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandie Betz-Eisenberg
5134 Timber Chase Way
Sarasota, FL 34238-4341





Sandiy Cadwell 
<ssc@rochester.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sandiy Cadwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandiy Cadwell
191 Alcott Rd
Rochester, NY 14626-2410





Sandra Bilek 
<sbilekp@zoominternet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Bilek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Bilek
3414 Hamlin Rd
Medina, OH 44256-7627





Sandra Brennan 
<sbrennan@wocsd.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Brennan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.Without protection, endangered species become extinct
species and then there is no choice. Final.

Sincerely,

Sandra Brennan
5 Spar Cove Rd
Freeport, ME 04032-6013





Sandra Britton 
<sandrabritton@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Britton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Britton
613 Woodgreen Way
Nipomo, CA 93444-9599





Sandra Caputo 
<caputo.sandra@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Caputo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Caputo
3639 W Hilltop Ln
Dunnellon, FL 34433-2234





Sandra Chavez 
<alexsmom1704@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Chavez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Chavez
989 Victoria St Apt H4
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-4060





sandra cohen 
<wherearethebirds@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
sandra cohen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. sandra cohen
284 Sidney St
Cambridge, MA 02139-4832





Sandra Cowen 
<sec1255@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Cowen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Cowen
1255 N Sandburg Ter
Chicago, IL 60610-2258





Sandra Delcoure 
<sdelcoure@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Delcoure

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sandra Delcoure
3029 Willow Creek
Florissant, MO 63031





Sandra Eppinger 
<sdeppinger@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Eppinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Eppinger
8900 E Lake San Lynn Rd
Centralia, MO 65240-3818





Sandra Guillot 
<sandyleeg@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Guillot

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Guillot
20 Holy Cross Pl
Kenner, LA 70065-4054





Sandra Haney 
<sandyahaney@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Haney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Haney
1415 N 1st Ave
Upland, CA 91786-2306





Sandra Johnson 
<sandtrail@insightbb.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Johnson
PO Box 1087
Shelbyville, KY 40066-1087





Sandra Kaplan 
<sandrakay@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Kaplan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Kaplan
10176 Highgate Cir
Knoxville, TN 37931-3120





Sandra Kirkland 
<sandraoaxaca@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Kirkland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sandra Kirkland
1647 S Cove Blvd
Toledo, OH 43606-4134





Sandra Kluth 
<inaccord@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Kluth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Kluth
922 S Rosa Linda Dr
Pueblo West, CO 81007-2098





Sandra Koop 
<sjkoop@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Koop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sandra Koop
718 W Rich Ave
Deland, FL 32720-4036





Sandra Lien 
<sandy.lien@medica.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Lien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Lien
629 5th Ave S
Hopkins, MN 55343-7711





Sandra Lourie 
<slourie@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Lourie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Lourie
Manatee Ave
Bradenton, FL 34209





Sandra Lynn 
<cresorchid@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Lynn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Lynn
100 Commons Rd
# 7-185
Dripping Springs, TX 78620-4400





Sandra Mardigian 
<burckintl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Mardigian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Mardigian
260 Marion Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2618





Sandra Mendez 
<az_ul_smile@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Mendez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sandra Mendez
Crystal Lake
Crystal Lake, IL 60014





Sandra Murray 
<sandra@tctwest.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Murray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Murray
15 W 3rd St
Lovell, WY 82431-1728





Sandra Parshall 
<sparshall@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Parshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Parshall
1004 Congress Ln
Mclean, VA 22101-2116





Sandra Polk 
<sjgpolk863@embarqm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Polk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Polk

NJ





Sandra Russell 
<traveling_sandra@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Russell
925 SE Kamiaken St
Pullman, WA 99163-2233





Sandra Russell 
<srussellsf@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Russell
506 Andover St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6014





Sandra Samel 
<sandiathome@sbcglob
al.net>

11/17/2011 08:39 PM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Stop NiSource Plan

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat 
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. 
Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide 
corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and 
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and 
ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for 
either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, 
may be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill 
endangered species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those 
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other 
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such 
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP 
should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This 
HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, 
both in terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate 
analysis and protective measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to 
follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many 
endangered species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.



Sandra Steers 
<ssteers@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sandra Steers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Steers
5908 67th Ave N
Pinellas Park, FL 33781-5427





Sandy Dehaini 
<sandydehaini@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Dehaini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandy Dehaini
16361 Westwood Dr
Conroe, TX 77302-5815





Sandy Graham Baker 
<bakersachers@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Graham Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sandy Graham Baker
2328 C. R. 427A
Cleburne, TX 76031





sandy hall 
<peanut4@netins.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to sandy 
hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sandy hall
108 W Maple St
Ogden, IA 50212-2021





Sandy Imhoff 
<simhoff@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Imhoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Imhoff
55 Ann St
New York, NY 10038-2406





"Sandy J." 
<sj1183@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Sandy J."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sandy J.
253 w51 st.
New York, NY 100196261





Sandy Kemp 
<silky883@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Kemp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Kemp
612 Hamilton Ave
Nashville, TN 37203-5026





Sandy McClure 
<sandy.mcclure@fuse.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
McClure

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy McClure
3815 Fox Run Dr
Blue Ash, OH 45236-1152





Sandy Polishuk 
<msbeech@easystreet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Polishuk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Polishuk
PO Box 12471
Portland, OR 97212-0471





Sandy Powell 
<neusan3366@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Powell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandy Powell
6406 Sheridan Rd
Pine Bluff, AR 71602-3313





Sandy Rodemyer 
<sandybvm@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Rodemyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sandy Rodemyer
2815 70th St Apt 1
Urbandale, IA 50322-4816





sandy rowley 
<sandy@megastarmedi
a.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to sandy 
rowley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

sandy rowley
9190 Double Diamond Pkwy
Reno, NV 89521-4842





Sandy Sanderson 
<sandy_sanderson@sb
cglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Sanderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Sanderson
8402 N Hilshire Park Dr
Houston, TX 77055-3272





Sandy Tillery 
<navchyk@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sandy 
Tillery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandy Tillery
215 Rhode Island Rd
Browns Mills, NJ 08015-5311





Sangeetha Kannan 
<sangs.pec@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sangeetha Kannan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sangeetha Kannan
4332 Dell Rd Apt Q
Lansing, MI 48911-8127





Sara Avery 
<sara.avery@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Avery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Avery
1329 Agape Way
Lafayette, CO 80026-1486





sara baldwin 
<sarbald@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to sara 
baldwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sara baldwin
6317 Linden Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-5658





Sara Berthelsen 
<dukebluedevil04@veriz
on.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Berthelsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Berthelsen
1815 Hawser Dr
Forked River, NJ 08731-5011





Sara Bochte 
<sbochte@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Bochte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Bochte
3112 Camby Rd
Antioch, CA 94509-5520





Sara Carroll 
<uawildcat702@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Carroll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sara Carroll
1604 Broadmoor Cir
Boulder City, NV 89005-3636





Sara Evans 
<saraevans08@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sara Evans
12946 Walsh Ave Apt 2
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6570





Sara Fisch 
<sar768@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Fisch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Fisch
9743 E Palm Ridge Dr
Scottsdale, AZ 85260-3879





Sara Howland 
<sara.howland@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Howland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Howland



Sara Hunsaker 
<kiradouji@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Hunsaker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Hunsaker
5702 Wildberry Dr
Greensboro, NC 27409-2716





Sara Keesling 
<janiceandsara@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Keesling

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Keesling
12730 River Rd
Chesterfield, VA 23838-2801





Sara Leonard 
<saraleonar4@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Leonard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sara Leonard
8 Misty Way
Falmouth, ME 04105-2499





Sara Lincoln 
<slincoln@shelburnefar
ms.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Lincoln

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Lincoln
556 Quaker St
N Ferrisburgh, VT 05473-7016





Sara Meighen-Wise 
<magnolia_42@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Meighen-Wise

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Meighen-Wise
PO Box 495
Enumclaw, WA 98022-0495





Sara Miller 
<saramiller16@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Miller
1226 Trail Ct
Mukwonago, WI 53149-9551





Sara Ryan 
<sara.ryan73@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sara 
Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Ryan
11600 Huebner Rd Apt 3615
San Antonio, TX 78230-1323





"Sara W. Baker" 
<swbaker32@gmai.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to "Sara 
W. Baker"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara W. Baker
1030 SW Jefferson St
Apt 543
Portland, OR 97201-3468





SARA ZAPATA 
<skzapata@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to SARA 
ZAPATA

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. SARA ZAPATA
617 Victoria Ct
San Leandro, CA 94577-1901





Sarah-Kathryn Bryan 
<skbryan1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sarah-Kathryn Bryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah-Kathryn Bryan
129 Stadium Drive
Parker Dormitory, Room 106
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-2163





Sarah Amaral 
<brazilia21@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Amaral

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Amaral
34 Crescent Park Rd
Westport, CT 06880-4535





Sarah Anthony 
<seanthony@cfl.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Anthony

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sarah Anthony
130 Kent Dr
Ormond Beach, FL 32176-7826





Sarah Aquino 
<sva0610@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Aquino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Aquino
201 I St SW
# V314
Washington, DC 20024-4267





Sarah Bracken 
<sbowess@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Bracken

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Bracken
1430 Bald Eagle Rd
Wildwood, MO 63038-2343





Sarah Confer 
<sarahlittlebeth1@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Confer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sarah Confer
207 Elm St
Franklin, PA 16323-2842





Sarah Cortes 
<scortes@thestranger.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Cortes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Cortes
5014 45th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118-2310





Sarah Cullen 
<sarahdcullen@bellsout
h.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Cullen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Cullen
2987 Bridgeport Ave
Miami, FL 33133-3607





Sarah Diamond 
<fuzzbuppy@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Diamond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sarah Diamond
3914 Glenfeliz Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1459





Sarah Dow 
<yameen6@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Dow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Dow
92 Newton St
Brookline, MA 02445-7407





Sarah Ducharme 
<dreamingofyoutonight
@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Ducharme

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Ducharme
3840 11th Ave SW
Naples, FL 34117-4140





Sarah Folsom 
<sermine10.mittens@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Folsom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sarah Folsom
1452 N Vasco Rd # 206
Livermore, CA 94551-9213





Sarah Garrett 
<twilightfalcon@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Garrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sarah Garrett
2427 Linwood Rd
Linwood, NY 14486-9722





Sarah Gilmer Payne 
<sgilmer@hartcom.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Gilmer Payne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Gilmer Payne
561 Oil Mill Rd
Martin, GA 30557-2612





Sarah Hafer 
<sarah.hafer@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Hafer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Hafer
1401 Wyant Way
Sacramento, CA 95864-2639





Sarah Hamilton 
<bigguy287@twcny.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Hamilton
9087 Tioughanack Rd
Canastota, NY 13032-4224





Sarah Hunnewell 
<shunnew@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Hunnewell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Hunnewell
PO Box 75
Water Mill, NY 11976-0075





Sarah Kingston 
<skinnyski@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Kingston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Kingston
13675 Deer Rd
Ely, MN 55731-8174





Sarah Lemelin 
<sarah.lemelin@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Lemelin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Lemelin
1 Winter St
South Dartmouth, MA 02748-3818





Sarah Lifton 
<sarah@lifton.biz>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Lifton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to express my concern about several issues regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far, FAR too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Lifton
14048 Boquita Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-2945





Sarah Lilley 
<credo@atmosphile.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Lilley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Lilley
178
Brooklyn, NY 11222





sarah luth 
<sluth33@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to sarah 
luth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sarah luth
1045 Meade Ave
San Diego, CA 92116-1038





Sarah Mauet 
<sarahmauet@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Mauet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Mauet

AZ





Sarah McKee 
<smckee@post.harvard.
edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
McKee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I wish to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

This seeks a breathtakingly broad, undifferentiated, and -- at 50 years
-- effectively permanent exemption from any obligation to consider the
wildlife it would endanger and kill off.

First, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres in 14 states,
more15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species.

At the least, the plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what effects the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now.

It is arbitrary, capricious, and an abuse of discretion to grant this
company a permit to harm or kill endangered species half a century into
the future. How does FWS or anyone know what the status of those
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat
loss, or a whole host of other factors? As I said, arbitrary and highly
capricious.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and the FWS have proposed to
account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or, at
most, 15 years.

By 2020, Al Kurzweil (Google him) estimates that solar will be able to
supply 100% of U.S. energy needs.  10 years seems long enough to me for
this pipeline.

The NiSource plan is something new. If it goes forward at all, needs to
be done right.



This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure
projects around the country. If FWS approves this one without adequate
analysis and protective measures for species, then it will be a
precedent for other damaging projects.

In short, there is too much at stake. NiSource's request is too big,
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years, to be
approved as is.

Give them an A for chutzpah. But nix this plan.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah McKee
9 Chadwick Ct
Amherst, MA 01002-2825



Sarah Meservey 
<meserveys@fccps.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Meservey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Meservey
1008 N Larrimore St
Arlington, VA 22205-1413





Sarah payne 
<sarahapayne@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
payne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah payne
9223 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-3123





Sarah Peters 
<petesa05@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Peters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to strongly urge you not to approve the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.  I have several concerns and requests regarding this
Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species.  The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10
or 15 years. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know
what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate.

In sum, NiSource's request is too far-reaching and puts too many
endangered species at risk to be approved in its current status.  I
strongly urge you to go back to the drawing board or deny NiSource's
request.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Peters
11302 Treeview Ln
Monrovia, MD 21770-9506



Sarah Reese 
<sreeseuse@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Reese

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Reese
5118 14th St N
Arlington, VA 22205-2613





Sarah Rose 
<joshsarah@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Rose
55 Federal Ln
Coram, NY 11727-1619





Sarah Scheuermann 
<ssherm@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Scheuermann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Scheuermann
1805 Queensborough Dr
Arlington, TX 76015-2824





Sarah Stewart 
<sarahbstewart@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Stewart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sarah Stewart
207 Appleton St
Cambridge, MA 02138-1345





Sarah Taylor 
<boosiesangel@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Taylor
3050 Alamac Rd Lot 1
Lumberton, NC 28358-8717





Sarah Thompson 
<saraht@jhu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sarah Thompson

UT





Sarah Thomson 
<sthomson112@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Thomson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Thomson
113 Cranbury Rd
West Windsor, NJ 08550-1205





sarah vanderwaall 
<errandservice@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to sarah 
vanderwaall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. sarah vanderwaall
13016 Eastfield Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078-6622





Sarah Winblad 
<send2_sarah@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Winblad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Winblad
918 S Carpenter St
Chicago, IL 60607-4283





Sarah Yomtov 
<sarah.yomtov@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sarah 
Yomtov

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Yomtov
3044 Brighton 2nd St
Brooklyn, NY 11235-7428





sareet taylor 
<s32flavors@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to sareet 
taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. sareet taylor
999 Sleeping Rock Ct
Winter Springs, FL 32708-3865





Sarita Smalley 
<sarita_smalley@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sarita 
Smalley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sarita Smalley
1301 Wood Hollow Dr
Houston, TX 77057-1638





Sasha Anderson 
<sashar_anderson@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sasha 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sasha Anderson
3530 Wallingford Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-9074





Sasha Gibbons 
<misslepardprint@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sasha 
Gibbons

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sasha Gibbons
116 1/2 Main St
Nyack, NY 10960-3187





Sasha Meretzky 
<sashameretzky@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sasha 
Meretzky

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sasha Meretzky
851 Indiana St Unit 508
San Francisco, CA 94107-3597





Sasha Moiseyev-Foster 
<labragirl@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sasha 
Moiseyev-Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sasha Moiseyev-Foster
2302 Columbia St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1236





Sasha Taus 
<sashataus@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sasha 
Taus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sasha Taus
2696 Branch Mill Rd
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-6102





scarlet watts 
<scar2d2w@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
scarlet watts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. scarlet watts

NY





Scot Everhart 
<mtncook@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Scot 
Everhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scot Everhart
3687 S Jasper St
Aurora, CO 80013-2427





Scot Kurth 
<kurth@starband.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Scot 
Kurth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scot Kurth
757 SE 17th St # 751
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33316-2960





Scott Bishop 
<sbishop@oly-wa.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Bishop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Bishop
1710 Giles Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502-4734





Scott Burger 
<scottburger@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Burger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Burger
612 S Laurel St
Richmond, VA 23220-6514





scott cady 
<sdc925@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to scott 
cady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. scott cady
5652 Pillsbury Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55419-1809





Scott Crockett  
<smc320@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Crockett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Crockett
PO Box 810
Florence, OR 97439-0033





Scott Ferguson 
<karota1334@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Ferguson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Ferguson
108 S Rogers St
# 2
Bloomington, IN 47404-4934





Scott Foxx 
<scottfxx@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Foxx

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Foxx
108 S Mulberry St
Statesboro, GA 30458-4809





Scott Goldman 
<cluelessinstlouis@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Goldman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Goldman
11930 Barkman Dr
Saint Louis, MO 63146-5476





Scott Hamilton 
<malamakai2@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Hamilton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Hamilton
5112 Lokene St
Kapaa, HI 96746-2068





Scott Hurley 
<scotthurley7@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Hurley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Hurley
2700 Kingman Blvd
Des Moines, IA 50311-4116





Scott Klimek 
<gimmik68@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Klimek

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Klimek
404 Orchard Ave
Bridgeport, WV 26330-1739





Scott L 
<squattyneurotic@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Scott 
L

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott L
666
Hell, WI 53201





scott legleitner 
<lamplighter1024@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to scott 
legleitner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. scott legleitner
2220 W Maple Ave
Flint, MI 48507-3506





Scott Link 
<linkmagicman@mail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Link

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Link
2076 Opal Dr
Saint Paul, MN 55122-2809





Scott Ricci 
<scottricci@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Ricci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Ricci
909 15th St NW Apt B
Albuquerque, NM 87104-1386





Scott Schaefer 
<sschaefer@carolina.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Schaefer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Schaefer
9601 Clifton Meadow Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-8484





scott smith 
<soundmatrix7@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to scott 
smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. scott smith
672 42nd St
Oakland, CA 94609-2339





Scott Warwick 
<warwickshire03@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Scott 
Warwick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Warwick
229 W Walnut Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-3343





Scott woker 
<scottwoker2@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Scott 
woker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott woker
1011 Beyer Way Spc 13
San Diego, CA 92154-4609





"Scottie N. Singer" 
<sns100732@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Scottie N. Singer"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Scottie N. Singer
8240 Pavin Ln
Hemet, CA 92545-9340





Sean Jones 
<sean_is@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sean 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Jones
11626 Riverside Dr
North Hollywood, CA 91602-1075





Sean Kilpatrick 
<seanak@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sean 
Kilpatrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Kilpatrick
16 W 16th St Apt 1pn
New York, NY 10011-6327





Sean Sullivan 
<seanzs@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sean 
Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Sullivan
95 Pocasset Ave
Worcester, MA 01606-1839





Selene Aguayo Gisholt  
<sgisholt@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Selene Aguayo Gisholt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Selene Aguayo Gisholt
192 Adams Ave
Newton, MA 02465-1501





Serena Wittkopp 
<serena.camille.scw@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Serena Wittkopp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Serena Wittkopp
7408 SE Sherman St
Portland, OR 97215-4166





Sergio Arroyo 
<ssarryo@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sergio Arroyo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sergio Arroyo
707 N East St
Anaheim, CA 92805-2134





Seth Bourque 
<plague187x2@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Seth 
Bourque

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Seth Bourque
205 E Main St
Georgetown, MA 01833-2510





Seth Gelman 
<seth.gelman@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Seth 
Gelman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Seth Gelman
2751 S Ocean Dr
Apt 304s
Hollywood, FL 33019-2744





Shahana Khairoola 
<skhairoola03@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shahana Khairoola

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shahana Khairoola
1773 Gerald Ave
East Meadow, NY 11554-1001





Shai V 
<shai.vaden@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Shai 
V

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shai V

AR 71854-3841





Shakima Jones 
<shakimajones@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Shakima Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shakima Jones
42 Hull St
Brooklyn, NY 11233-2617





Shamiran Mako 
<shamiranm@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shamiran Mako

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shamiran Mako
19 Orono St
Milton, MA 02186-2015





Shamus Nicholson 
<shpni@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shamus Nicholson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shamus Nicholson
716 County Route 41
Mexico, NY 13114-4311





Shana Mahaffey 
<smahaff@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shana Mahaffey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shana Mahaffey
232 Pierce St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3338





Shane Kostka 
<s_and_max@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shane Kostka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shane Kostka
2612 E South Riverton Ave
Spokane, WA 99207-5477





shane walker 
<scwalker@ucsd.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to shane 
walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. shane walker
9500 Gilman Dr
La Jolla, CA 92093-5004





Shannon Campbell 
<shannonocampbell@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Campbell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Campbell
3429 1/2 Wallingford Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-9040





Shannon Cowett 
<shanalidac@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Cowett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Cowett
4089 Braxton Rd
Chantilly, VA 20151-2611





Shannon Fargel 
<spacekace1@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Fargel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Shannon Fargel
134 Patterson Ave
Carnegie, PA 15106-2827





Shannon Hallet 
<shannonleeh@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Hallet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Hallet
15 N 37th Ave
Apt 305n
Yakima, WA 98902-2793





Shannon Healey 
<sh2424@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Healey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Healey
425 Walnut St Apt 1
San Carlos, CA 94070-2334





Shannon Huggins 
<shannon@lilyplum.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Huggins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Huggins
5415 Avenue G
Austin, TX 78751-1314





Shannon Miller 
<shannonmiller18@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Miller
5066 Jamieson Dr Apt H7
Toledo, OH 43613-2862





Shannon Sudderth 
<ssudderth_stm@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Sudderth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shannon Sudderth
114 Emerald Cir
Durham, NC 27713-2413





Shannon Taylor 
<shnntay@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Shannon Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Shannon Taylor
2410 Bedminster Rd
Perkasie, PA 18944-4001





Shanta Gabriel 
<shanta@shantagabriel.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Shanta Gabriel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Shanta Gabriel
400 Casa Grande Rd
Petaluma, CA 94954-3004





Shanti Warlick 
<shantiwarlick@ymail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Shanti 
Warlick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shanti Warlick
12621 Ranchero Way
Grass Valley, CA 95949-8358





Shar Bjerke 
<sharb@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Shar 
Bjerke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shar Bjerke
9873 7th St NE
Blaine, MN 55434-1351





Sharah Keenan 
<skeenan@scif.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharah Keenan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharah Keenan
375 Jayne Ave Apt 102
Oakland, CA 94610-3348





Shari Sharp 
<sharp_shari@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Shari 
Sharp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shari Sharp
PO Box 38
Eagle, ID 83616-0038





sharie kaye 
<impeachken@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to sharie 
kaye

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sharie kaye
2409 Lennox Dr
Memphis, TN 38138-4924





Sharlot Battin 
<montboot@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharlot Battin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharlot Battin
47 Greene St
New York, NY 10013-2632





Sharon Barone 
<shanbarone@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Barone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Barone
8237 E Whispering Wind Dr
Scottsdale, AZ 85255-2844





Sharon Bort 
<sebort18@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Bort

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Bort
5 Sweeney Ct
Green Brook, NJ 08812-2613





Sharon Brummer 
<shadowtraf@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Brummer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Brummer
34 Grass St
Homosassa, FL 34446-6115





Sharon Buller 
<sharonbuller@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Buller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Buller
3514 Begonia Dr NW
Salem, OR 97304-4116





Sharon Camhi 
<sharon@stare.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Camhi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sharon Camhi
895 24th Ave Apt 5
San Francisco, CA 94121-3738





Sharon Campion 
<scampi44@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Campion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Campion
9009 N FM 620
Apt 1515
Austin, TX 78726-4219





Sharon Collette 
<sharon_collette@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Collette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Collette
240 Lea Ct
Athens, GA 30605-6045





Sharon couture 
<daziranmail@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon couture

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon couture
659 Prospect St Apt E1
Chicopee, MA 01020-3047





Sharon Ellis 
<politedalliance@netsca
pe.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Ellis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register concern and outrage regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Allowing this to go on for fifty years is outrageous.  It is impossible
for either NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the
pipeline, or other threats to species, may be decades from now. It is
inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered
species half a century into the future, when no one knows what the
status of those species may be in terms of climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the
strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such
changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate. More than
five years is verging on climate change effects that we simply can't
predict; this is simply wrong.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Ellis
178 Jarvis Street
Toronto, ON M5B 2K7





Sharon Ely 
<sharone@fsow.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Ely

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Ely
7320 Anaca Point Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411-9502





Sharon Evans 
<sharong1215@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Evans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Evans
804 W Foxx Dr
Nixa, MO 65714-8031





Sharon Feissel 
<stardust@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Feissel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Feissel
5895 Mountain Hawk Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-4358





Sharon Fortunak 
<srf7120@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Fortunak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Fortunak
7120 Ivystone Ave S
Cottage Grove, MN 55016-1909





Sharon Gaskill 
<sgaskill@tds.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Gaskill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Gaskill
10405 Bell Rd
Black Earth, WI 53515-9607





Sharon Kutzschbach 
<kutzschbach@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Kutzschbach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Kutzschbach
2790 W Grandbrook St
Tucson, AZ 85741-5218





Sharon MacNeil 
<sr_macneil@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon MacNeil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon MacNeil
29 West St # 3
Groton, MA 01450-1261





Sharon Malone 
<sjmalone@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Malone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Malone
308 Patio Dr
Endwell, NY 13760-1580





sharon mattis 
<ivorysea_2005@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
sharon mattis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. sharon mattis
1161 gilligham road
Neenah, WI 54956-3983





Sharon McTigue 
<mctigues@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon McTigue

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon McTigue
2216 Chevy Oaks Cir
Glendale, CA 91206-1821





Sharon Miranda 
<sharonmiranda@fronti
er.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Miranda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Miranda
92 Morgan St
Oberlin, OH 44074-1512





Sharon Neuman 
<sneuman72@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Neuman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sharon Neuman
6330 Palmetto Way
San Antonio, TX 78253-5713





Sharon Philips 
<sharon.philips@iongeo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Philips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Philips
3510 Brackenfern Rd
Katy, TX 77449-8647





Sharon Pugh 
<hpughward@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Pugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Pugh
6712 Saint Julian Way
Fayetteville, NC 28314-5816





Sharon Pukis 
<spukis@altaregional.or
g>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Pukis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Pukis
5590 Johnny Tuck Ct
Pollock Pines, CA 95726-9468





Sharon Silva 
<reallysearching@hotm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Silva

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Sharon Silva
4307 Gilford Ln
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-1512





Sharon Squire 
<ssquire@olypen.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Squire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Squire
212 22nd St
Port Townsend, WA 98368-7836





Sharon Walsh 
<sharonwalsh@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Walsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Walsh
235 Manhattan Ave Apt 2
Jersey City, NJ 07307-4239





Sharon Warren 
<sherri@bblsurflaw.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Warren

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Warren
515 Pier Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-3822





Sharon Wilson 
<senecawoman@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sharon Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Wilson
311 W 94th St Apt 4d
New York, NY 10025-6853





sharon zimbler 
<sharonz8285@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
sharon zimbler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sharon zimbler
2613 La Golondrina St
Carlsbad, CA 92009-4323





Shary Bozied 
<shary50@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Shary 
Bozied

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shary Bozied
1950 Alaskan Way
Seattle, WA 98101-1075





sharyn wisdom 
<miswiz@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
sharyn wisdom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sharyn wisdom
2345 Lagoon Dr
Mesquite, TX 75150-3232





Shaun Marie Levin 
<sirensong711@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shaun Marie Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shaun Marie Levin
787 Lakeshore Dr
Redwood City, CA 94065-1786





Shaun Richards 
<biomonster1701@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Shaun Richards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shaun Richards
PO Box 1322
Phoenix, OR 97535-1322





Shaun Walker 
<xshaun75@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Shaun Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shaun Walker
2155 N Grace Blvd
Chandler, AZ 85225-3502





Shaunda Hall 
<shaundareoagent@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shaunda Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shaunda Hall
2350 Gatlin Ave
Orlando, FL 32806-7831





Shawn Liddick 
<brega_10@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shawn Liddick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shawn Liddick
19 Delikat Ln
Sayreville, NJ 08872-2208





Shawn Mulvihill 
<smx2fun@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shawn Mulvihill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Shawn Mulvihill
2523 Lasalle St
Racine, WI 53402-4322





Shawna Berry 
<berryss@cablespeed.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shawna Berry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shawna Berry
32023 NE 142nd St
Duvall, WA 98019-7440





Shawna Watson 
<seannarwatson@shaw.
ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shawna Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shawna Watson
660 W 17th St
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-3600





shay cooper 
<shayyoga@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to shay 
cooper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Respond to this danger with intelligence. I am writing to register
several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. shay cooper
71 Kentfield Rd
Wendell Depot, MA 01380-7901





Sheerya Shivers 
<sheerya@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sheerya Shivers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sheerya Shivers
2580 Agate St
Eugene, OR 97403-1623





Sheila Amburn 
<amburn@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Amburn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheila Amburn
1104 Sparrow Ln
Desoto, TX 75115-7152





Sheila Benson 
<sheilabenson@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Benson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Benson
1212 NE 62nd St
Seattle, WA 98115-6714





Sheila Bouchard 
<sheila@bouchardworld
wide.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Bouchard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sheila Bouchard
7946 Moorcroft Ave
West Hills, CA 91304-4704





Sheila Dean 
<beatthechip@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Dean

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Dean
317 112th Ave NE
Bellevue, WA 98004-5824





sheila grossman 
<joelandsheilag@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to sheila 
grossman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sheila grossman
90 Maple St
West Newbury, MA 01985-1503





Sheila hausler 
<sheilahausler@century
tel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
hausler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila hausler
1669 E Darga Rd
Cedar, MI 49621-8728





Sheila Loayza 
<sheilaloay@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Loayza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Loayza
15 Overlook Rd
Wayland, MA 01778-2905





Sheila Paget 
<trspsrsw@myfairpoint.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Paget

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Paget
4 Dorrance Dr
Apt 3
Norwich, VT 05055-9471





Sheila Peebles 
<speeb2424@adelphia.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Peebles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Peebles
334 Janice Dr
Berea, OH 44017-2021





Sheila Turner 
<bunny22848@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sheila 
Turner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Turner
902 N Vine St
Orrville, OH 44667-1274





Sheilia Scott 
<sheiliaterry@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sheilia Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheilia Scott
1015 SW 51st St
Lincoln City, OR 97367-1354





Shelagh Mayhew 
<shelagh_mayhew@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Shelagh Mayhew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelagh Mayhew
779 Horn St
Washington, MO 63090-1929





Shelby averhart 
<shelbya09@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Shelby averhart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelby averhart
2858 Guthrie Rd
Garland, TX 75043-6183





Shelby Coyle 
<gryffindor_girl29@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shelby Coyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelby Coyle
19281 NW 12th Mnr
Pembroke Pines, FL 33029-4505





Shelby Phillips 
<waterskiaholic@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Shelby Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We need to figure another way around this pipeline plan. The animals
were here first. If we can't figure out how to do this without
affecting 100 endangered and threatened species, we're doing something
wrong.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Ms. Shelby Phillips
1117 Fir St S
Salem, OR 97302-4211



Shelley Dayton 
<shelleya79@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Shelley Dayton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Shelley Dayton
12339 Ladbroke Ln
Houston, TX 77039-4422





Shelley Jakobsen 
Trumbo 
<jumpin@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Shelley Jakobsen 
Trumbo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shelley Jakobsen Trumbo
233 Vallejo St
Petaluma, CA 94952-3243





Shelley Martin 
<shelley11509@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shelley Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelley Martin
2100 Bay Blvd
Atlantic Beach, NY 11509-1033





Shellie Gates 
<knowledgeseekersoldie
r@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Shellie Gates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shellie Gates
8708 E Plata Ave
Mesa, AZ 85212-1760





Shelly Ackerman 
<dsscack@whidbey.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Shelly 
Ackerman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shelly Ackerman
3667 Rabbit Run Rd
Langley, WA 98260-8640





Shelly Beckett 
<chigger@ptd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Shelly 
Beckett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shelly Beckett
921 Germans Rd
Lehighton, PA 18235-4131





Shelly D'Amour 
<shelly@cruzio.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Shelly 
D'Amour

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelly D'Amour
2120 N Pacific Ave Spc 93
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2740





Shelly Jones 
<snpj673@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Shelly 
Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shelly Jones
5440 S 3535 W
Taylorsville, UT 84129-7833





Shelly Ottenbrite 
<tiddas@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Shelly 
Ottenbrite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelly Ottenbrite
1809 W Grace St
Richmond, VA 23220-2104





Shelly Young 
<goodnyoung@ridgevie
wtel.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Shelly 
Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shelly Young
PO Box 5
Coaldale, CO 81222-0005





Sheralyn Barnes 
<info@sheralynbarnes.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sheralyn Barnes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheralyn Barnes
1049 Goodrich Ave Apt 7
Saint Paul, MN 55105-3108





Sheree Colborn 
<sheree311@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sheree Colborn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheree Colborn
311 Locust St
Elgin, IL 60123-6310





Sheri Brockington 
<babygirlsb67@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sheri 
Brockington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheri Brockington
7141 Crestridge Rd
Memphis, TN 38119-8780





Sheri Minix 
<sheri@cabrillomortgag
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sheri 
Minix

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheri Minix
PO Box 810
Descanso, CA 91916-0810





Sheri Pascual 
<pascualsheri@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sheri 
Pascual

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sheri Pascual
24372 Las Naranjas Dr
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-2119





Sherri Hawkins 
<nana.glenda@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sherri 
Hawkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherri Hawkins
51 Overhills
Putney, VT 05346-8896





Sherri Obermark 
<sherri.obermark@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sherri 
Obermark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

It is not the right plan. Let's make it better.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherri Obermark
5919 O Meara Pl
Cincinnati, OH 45213-2036





Sherri Robertson 
<texasrose6699@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sherri 
Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherri Robertson
11144 Pleasant Wood Ln
Ft Worth, TX 76140-6534





Sherrie Jarrett  
<sherriej@centurytel.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sherrie Jarrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherrie Jarrett
PO Box 3195
Friday Harbor, WA 98250-3195





Sherrill Ranew 
<sherrillranew@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Sherrill Ranew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherrill Ranew
4833 SW 47th Ave
Portland, OR 97221-2901





Sherry Avila 
<opsherr@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Avila

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Avila
10396 Rose Ln
Roscoe, IL 61073-8509





Sherry Boyd 
<bsybee13@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Boyd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sherry Boyd
16 Pinehurst St
Trumbull, CT 06611-2415





Sherry cliborne 
<sdc5960@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry cliborne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherry cliborne
17008 McKenney Ave
Dewitt, VA 23840-2222





Sherry Dillon 
<crazyforcritters3757@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Dillon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherry Dillon
11414 Norris Twilley Rd
Mardela Springs, MD 21837-2057





Sherry Gerszberg 
<sherry36@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Gerszberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Gerszberg
12 Dickinson Rd
Kendall Park, NJ 08824-1843





Sherry Gumberg 
<cig12@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Gumberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Gumberg
1516 Monroe St
Hollywood, FL 33020-5533





Sherry Kennedy 
<pup4865@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Kennedy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Kennedy
809 Sunny Slope Dr
Allen, TX 75002-3252





Sherry Korthals 
<sherryssk@sio.midco.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Korthals

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherry Korthals
3202 E 28th St
Sioux Falls, SD 57103-4450





Sherry Macdonald 
<slm66@bcn.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Macdonald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sherry Macdonald
PO Box 910
Sheffield, MA 01257-0910





Sherry Marsh 
<mtasj@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Marsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Marsh
5030 Alicante Way
Oceanside, CA 92056-5159





Sherry Woodward 
<sherrywoodward66@h
otmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sherry Woodward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherry Woodward
386 Glenwood Dr Apt 105
Bloomingdale, IL 60108-3244





Sheryl Dunn 
<dcybele@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sheryl 
Dunn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheryl Dunn
13363 Gabilan Rd
San Diego, CA 92128-4079





Sheryl Kurian 
<sheryl112@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sheryl 
Kurian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheryl Kurian

NJ





Sheryll Topping 
<grayling@svic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sheryll Topping

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheryll Topping
PO Box 717
Steinhatchee, FL 32359-0717





Shirley Burke 
<sshirl1959@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Burke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Shirley Burke
6901 E Broadway Blvd
Tucson, AZ 85710-2816





Shirley Fladeland 
<hexcotton@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Fladeland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shirley Fladeland
926 Los Bravos Dr
Yuba City, CA 95991-9227





Shirley Frentzel 
<shirley.wong72@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Frentzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Frentzel
428 Congo St
San Francisco, CA 94131-3111





Shirley Hadad 
<sjhadad@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Hadad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shirley Hadad
9919 Hawthorne Glen Dr
Grosse Ile, MI 48138-2117





Shirley Kane 
<skane83456@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Kane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Kane
103 Carey Rd
Corrales, NM 87048-8572





Shirley Michaels 
<shirley.michaels@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Michaels

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Michaels
729 E Tanya Trl
Phoenix, AZ 85086-0706





Shirley Robinson 
<taylermusk@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Robinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shirley Robinson
12273 Redrose Ave
Weeki Wachee, FL 34614-1907





Shirley Smith 
<timespirt@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Smith
PO Box 253
Sound Beach, NY 11789-0253





Shirley Weiner 
<shirlbasye@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Weiner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Weiner
77 7th Ave Apt 4d
New York, NY 10011-6617





Shirley Wishingrad 
<shirleyw@vom.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Shirley Wishingrad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shirley Wishingrad
104 Turtle Creek Rd Apt 2
Charlottesville, VA 22901-6751





Shoshana Nejman 
<shoshanarose@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Shoshana Nejman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shoshana Nejman
737 Quince Cir
Boulder, CO 80304-1032





Sibylle Schwarz 
<ssn@rupertsland.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sibylle Schwarz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sibylle Schwarz
P.O.Box: 6099
Eagle River, Alaska, AK 99577





Sidne Baglini 
<sidbaglini@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Sidne 
Baglini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sidne Baglini
4103 Battles Ln
Newtown Square, PA 19073-1601





Sierra Weiss 
<sierraweiss.art@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sierra 
Weiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sierra Weiss
14020 Far Hills Ln
Dallas, TX 75240-3741





Signe Stuart 
<jmsmstuart@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Signe 
Stuart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Signe Stuart
18 Gavilan Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87508-8840





Sil Reynolds 
<silreyn@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sil 
Reynolds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sil Reynolds
88 Cherry Hill Rd
Accord, NY 12404-5209





silvana zelmanovich 
<dulcesanimalitos@fiber
tel.com.ar>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
silvana zelmanovich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss silvana zelmanovich
bsas
bsas, CA 90211





Silver Smith 
<silversmith8@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Silver 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Silver Smith
805 Halleck St
Bellingham, WA 98225-3215





Silvia Hall 
<silviahall@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Silvia 
Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Silvia Hall
349 NE 31st St
Boca Raton, FL 33431-6725





Silvia Lucero 
<silviaandwd@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Silvia 
Lucero

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Silvia Lucero
Massachusetts Avenue
Washington, DC 20016-5546





Silvia Teffner 
<silviat519@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Silvia 
Teffner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Silvia Teffner
6525 Elmdale Rd
Cleveland, OH 44130-2614





Silvie Tennen 
<zen@theriver.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Silvie 
Tennen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Silvie Tennen

11040





Simmons Buntin 
<sb@terrain.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Simmons Buntin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Simmons Buntin
10367 E Sixto Molina Ln
Tucson, AZ 85747-5852





Simon Holden 
<nowis@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Simon 
Holden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Simon Holden
11303 Bessemer St
North Hollywood, CA 91606-4215





Simon Skiles 
<uneairkagh@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Simon 
Skiles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Simon Skiles
PO Box 150
Rickreall, OR 97371-0150





Simone Butler 
<simonebutler7@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Simone Butler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Simone Butler
1731 S Iris Ln
Escondido, CA 92026-3979





Simone Healey 
<healey628@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Simone Healey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Simone Healey
40 Dean St
Glen Rock, NJ 07452-1409





Siobhan Neal 
<siobhan1@zoomtown.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Siobhan Neal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Siobhan Neal
7725 Plantation Dr Apt 5
Florence, KY 41042-1850





Siria Arteaga 
<arteagasiria@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Siria 
Arteaga

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Siria Arteaga
1212
Modesto, CA 95358-2217





Sister James Marie  
Gross 
<sjmgross@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sister 
James Marie Gross

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sister James Marie Gross
2360 Carter Rd
Dubuque, IA 52001-2933





Sivita Justice 
<sivitaeve@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Sivita 
Justice

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sivita Justice
1118 N 12th St
Boise, ID 83702-4125





snoopybaby8689@aol.c
om

11/20/2011 11:19 AM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Dear U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it 
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect 
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs to be 
partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.
Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for either 
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be 
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species 
half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of 
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies 
that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are 
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.
The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will 
pave the way for other large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective 
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered 
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.
Sincerely,
Ashley Keller



Sona Mason 
<african.sky@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sona 
Mason

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sona Mason
106 Duhaime Rd
Pearl River, NY 10965-1400





Sondra Adam 
<john-adam@astound.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sondra Adam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sondra Adam
84 Cottage Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-1301





Sonia Kovitz 
<shiralunacy@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sonia 
Kovitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonia Kovitz
3217 Indianola Ave
Columbus, OH 43202-1377





Sonia Ramirez 
<soniaramirez_2000@y
ahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sonia 
Ramirez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonia Ramirez
410 S Astell Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-3115





Sonja Leonard Leonard 
<sonja@leonardleonard.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sonja 
Leonard Leonard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sonja Leonard Leonard
646 Franklin St
Denver, CO 80218-3626





Sonnta Simon 
<sonnta@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Sonnta Simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sonnta Simon
7114 Destiny Hills Dr
Austin, TX 78738-7414





Sonya Garbutt 
<sunnygarbutt@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sonya 
Garbutt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sonya Garbutt
1943 Renoir Ave
Davis, CA 95618-0510





Sonya Gendron 
<sonyagendron@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Sonya 
Gendron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sonya Gendron
10 N County St
East Providence, RI 02914-2530





Sonya Walters 
<sonya.walters@doj.ca.
gov>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sonya 
Walters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonya Walters
PO Box 150356
San Rafael, CA 94915-0356





Spencer Baker 
<srbaker98@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Spencer Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Spencer Baker
PO Box 163676
Sacramento, CA 95816-9676





Spencer Matthews 
<spen281@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Spencer Matthews

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Spencer Matthews
2630 Sunbird Dr
Houston, TX 77084-4312





Spencer Walts 
<eyewerks@tds.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Spencer Walts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Spencer Walts
820
Madison, WI 53703-3540





spike buckley 
<spikebuckley@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to spike 
buckley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. spike buckley
3333 E Bayaud Ave
Denver, CO 80209-2900





"Sr. Sue Kilduski" 
<skilduski@osbchicago.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to "Sr. 
Sue Kilduski"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sr. Sue Kilduski
7430 N Ridge Blvd
Chicago, IL 60645-1913





Stacey Newland 
<staceysnewland@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stacey Newland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Newland
961 Old Stone House Rd
Orleans, VT 05860-9561





Stacey Reasor 
<sreasor@tampabay.rr.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Stacey Reasor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stacey Reasor
16108 Northglenn Dr
Tampa, FL 33618-1106





Stacey Schaefer 
<smschaefer2@wisc.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stacey Schaefer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stacey Schaefer
306 N Whitney Way
Madison, WI 53705-2723





Staci Alber 
<alber-email@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Staci 
Alber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Staci Alber
24557 Gellatly Way
Philomath, OR 97370-9573





Stacy Buckles 
<stacy.buckles@nmci-is
f.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Stacy 
Buckles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Stacy Buckles
8362 Lincoln St
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-2625





Stacy DePinto 
<depintos@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Stacy 
DePinto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stacy DePinto
3475 Cedar Creek Run
Little River, SC 29566-8432





Stacy Hammond 
<stacyhammond@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Stacy 
Hammond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacy Hammond
5426 Cannon Ct
Terre Haute, IN 47803-4271





Stafford Kramer 
<adventurebicycle@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stafford Kramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stafford Kramer
6207 N 101st St
Milwaukee, WI 53225-1501





"Stan Cembrowicz, Jr." 
<scembro@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to "Stan 
Cembrowicz, Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stan Cembrowicz, Jr.
4339 Canby Rd
Pellston, MI 49769-9314





Stan Fitzgerald 
<fitzgstan@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Stan 
Fitzgerald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stan Fitzgerald
8699 Lomas Azules Pl
San Jose, CA 95135-2129





Stan Lanier 
<stanlanier52@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Stan 
Lanier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stan Lanier
1005 City Blvd
Waycross, GA 31501-4240





Stan Stokowski 
<sstokow667@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Stan 
Stokowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stan Stokowski
PO Box 1503
Sag Harbor, NY 11963-0057





Stan Williams 
<astanwilliams@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Stan 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stan Williams
2616 E16Th St.
Chattanooga, TN 37404





Stanley Balgobin 
<ethan_83@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Stanley Balgobin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stanley Balgobin
2422 Claudia Ct
Bellingham, WA 98229-3916





Stanley Deser 
<deser@brandeis.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stanley Deser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stanley Deser
800 Canon Dr
Pasadena, CA 91106-4427





Stanley Fisher 
<mtnbiker@bendbroadb
and.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stanley Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stanley Fisher
20219 Star Ridge Ct
Bend, OR 97701-9011





Stanley Maeshen 
<smaeschen@dc.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Stanley Maeshen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Stanley Maeshen
69190 Tamala Ave
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7910





Starla Sholl 
<political@starlasholl.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Starla 
Sholl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Starla Sholl
5349 N Winthrop Ave
Chicago, IL 60640-2309





Starr Crabtree 
<starrcrabtree@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Starr 
Crabtree

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Starr Crabtree
308 S Ventura St
Ojai, CA 93023-3247





Starr Notarus 
<starr55n@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Starr 
Notarus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Starr Notarus
605 Sommerville St S
Shakopee, MN 55379-2309





Stefanie King 
<airhockey_champ426
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stefanie King

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Stefanie King
5303 Cougar Cir
Dublin, VA 24084-3867





Stella Seibert 
<stellaseibert@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Stella 
Seibert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Stella Seibert
127 Grapevine Way
Milford, DE 19963-6368





Stephan Nance 
<stenance@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephan Nance

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephan Nance
546 7th St
Springfield, OR 97477-4628





Stephane Brouard 
<stephane@hawaiiantel.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Stephane Brouard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Stephane Brouard
117 Alala Rd
Kailua, HI 96734-3126





Stephanie Bermea 
<skbermea@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Bermea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Bermea
3690 Avocado Ln
Oxnard, CA 93033-6814





Stephanie Blumlein 
<nbsilverchair@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Blumlein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Blumlein
27 Miller Pl
Levittown, NY 11756-5756





Stephanie Brown 
<tostepho@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Brown
1571 Vista St
Oakland, CA 94602-1745





Stephanie Carey-Perry 
<olivia_carey@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Carey-Perry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Carey-Perry
1834 Relax St
Waterloo, SC 29384-3518





Stephanie Chang 
<stephanie@amitarealty
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Chang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Chang
13515 Toni Ann Pl
Saratoga, CA 95070-4853





"Stephanie C. Fox" 
<scfjdqueenbee@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
"Stephanie C. Fox"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie C. Fox
4 Wyndcliffe Park
Bloomfield, CT 06002-2142





Stephanie Fairchild 
<sdfair71@frontier.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Fairchild

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Fairchild
6885 Sherrard Rd
Cambridge, OH 43725-9560





Stephanie Graham 
<sgraham@burnsmcd.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Graham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Graham
4600 W 72nd St
Prairie Vlg, KS 66208-2820





Stephanie Hensley 
<ariesgoddess72@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Hensley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Hensley
4226 S Oswego Ave
Tulsa, OK 74135-2731





Stephanie Holmes 
<steph@holmesstudios.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Holmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Holmes
77 Middlesex Rd
Topsham, ME 04086-1854





Stephanie Huntington 
<stephaniehuntington@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Huntington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Huntington
2280 Hudson St
Denver, CO 80207-3847





Stephanie Lane 
<stephanie.lane2000@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Lane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Lane
164 Hardwich St
Notasulga, AL 36866-2425





Stephanie Lange 
<bayheim99@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Lange

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: Please help -  NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Lange
1110 Caton Ave Apt 11c
Brooklyn, NY 11218-2808





Stephanie Linam 
<sametcho@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Linam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Linam
801 Oxford Way
Benicia, CA 94510-3643





Stephanie Parreira 
<parreirs@seawolf.sono
ma.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Parreira

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Stephanie Parreira
1037 Catalpa Way
Petaluma, CA 94954-5412





Stephanie Perdew 
<stephperdew@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Perdew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Perdew
515 Oak Bay Dr
Osprey, FL 34229-8961





Stephanie Rieffanaugh 
<csrieffanaugh@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Rieffanaugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Secondly, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Rieffanaugh
1914 Wayne Dr
Norristown, PA 19403-2721





stephanie rosenberg 
<srstephr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
stephanie rosenberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. stephanie rosenberg
830 - 1st Ave Trlr # 113
East Moline, IL 61244





Stephanie Saffron 
<stephanie51780@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Saffron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Saffron
1555 Silverglade Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45240-3527





Stephanie Sarich 
<pwhit101@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Sarich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Sarich
10511 Cedar Lake Rd
Minnetonka, MN 55305-3375





Stephanie Sepate 
<sepates@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Sepate

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Sepate
3959 Glenmore Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45211-3509





Stephanie Seymour 
<stephanieseymour66@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Seymour

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Seymour
173 Walton St
Englewood, NJ 07631-4918





Stephanie Smith 
<stephaniesmith81@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Smith
8 Hillside Cir
Greenville, SC 29607-1312





Stephanie Walters 
<madamreporter2004@
yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephanie Walters

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Walters
1450 Palmetto St
Clearwater, FL 33755-5056





Stephen Arbour 
<sarbour@zyggyrat.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Arbour

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Arbour
319 Tulpehocken Ave
Elkins Park, PA 19027-1638





Stephen Campagnaro 
<wyncoop1@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Campagnaro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Campagnaro
6918 Pasadena Rd
Cheyenne, WY 82009-2806





Stephen Canham 
<swc156@hawaii.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Canham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Canham
46-156 Nahiku Place
Claremont,, CA 91711





Stephen Carll 
<stevecar@lava.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Carll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Carll
1673 Paula Dr
Honolulu, HI 96816-4343





Stephen Coombs 
<coombs@duke.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Coombs

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Coombs
2015 Bivins St
Durham, NC 27707-1404





Stephen Daniels 
Hopkins 
<sdhopkins29@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Daniels 
Hopkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Daniels Hopkins
70 Locust Ave Apt B602
New Rochelle, NY 10801-7373





Stephen Ginsburg 
<sginsbg@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Ginsburg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Ginsburg
10056 Westwanda Drive
Tarzana, CA 91335





Stephen Gooss 
<goossstephen@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Gooss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Gooss
164 Coram Ave
# 2b
Shelton, CT 06484-3349





Stephen Johnson 
<sejn@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Johnson
5109 Clairemont Mesa Blvd Apt 201
San Diego, CA 92117-1459





Stephen Lambeth 
<stephen.lambeth@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Lambeth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lambeth
770 Anderson Ave Apt 3k
Cliffside Park, NJ 07010-2136





Stephen Lang 
<smglang@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Lang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lang
550 Main St
Northport, NY 11768-1955





Stephen Lemberg 
<slemberg@optonline.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Lemberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lemberg
PO Box 677
Shelter Island Heights, NY 11965-0677





Stephen Leone 
<sleo9479@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Leone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Leone
29 Ridge Rd
Smithtown, NY 11787-2505





Stephen little 
<stephenlittle@earthlink
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen little

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Stephen little
235 W 71st St
New York, NY 10023-3705





Stephen Lum 
<steve.lum.brampton@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Lum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lum
15 Thorpe Crescent
Brampton, ON L7A 1P7





Stephen Mallory 
<steve4tennis@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Mallory

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Mallory
2902 Unicornio St
Carlsbad, CA 92009-4430





Stephen Mitchell  
<smitchell6@hvc.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Mitchell
13 Danbury Ct
Rock Hill, NY 12775-6134





Stephen Nolan 
<rainb0wne0s@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Nolan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Nolan
5609 Southampton Dr
Springfield, VA 22151-1612





Stephen Pew 
<paradigmshift@lovebei
ng.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Pew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Pew
14519 SE 9th St
Vancouver, WA 98683-3538





Stephen Ritzel 
<sritzel@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Ritzel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Ritzel
415 W Fullerton Pkwy Apt 1403
Chicago, IL 60614-6488





Stephen Santangelo 
<santangelo400m@aol.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Santangelo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Santangelo
7135 Comanche Canyon Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89113-3053





Stephen Weitz 
<weitzs@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Stephen Weitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Weitz
2757 Best Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-3203





Steve Adams 
<adamite@triad.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Adams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Adams
268 Cedar Springs Rd
Lexington, NC 27292-1822





Steve and Rachael 
Alvarez-Jett 
<alvarezjett@integrity.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Steve 
and Rachael Alvarez-Jett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Steve and Rachael Alvarez-Jett
24211 Huber Ave
Torrance, CA 90501-6730





steve binder 
<ssbinder@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to steve 
binder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. steve binder
4693 San Sebastian Dr
Oxnard, CA 93035-3644





Steve Cagan 
<steve@stevecagan.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Cagan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Cagan
1751 Radnor Rd
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-1622





Steve Callanen 
<prnmed@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Callanen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Callanen
38986 Bayfront Dr
Ocean View, DE 19970-2714





Steve Cummins 
<smc@cypress.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Cummins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Cummins
139 Alamo Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3001





steve dashner 
<bikesnbooms@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to steve 
dashner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. steve dashner
1314 S Wheeler St
Saginaw, MI 48602-1148





Steve Domier 
<s.domier@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Domier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Domier
1200 Sherwood Rd
San Marino, CA 91108-1815





Steve Eklund 
<seklund@localnet.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Eklund

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Eklund
51 Nacional St
Salinas, CA 93901-1337





Steve Hanlon 
<steve.hanlon@teamon
e-usa.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Hanlon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hanlon
348 N Kenter Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049-2336





Steve Haycock 
<jelliclespcat@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Haycock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Haycock
136 Braewick Rd
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-2201





Steve Kent 
<houseandcomfort.ca@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Kent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Kent
8111 Robert St.
hamilton, OH 45011





Steve Laporte 
<sklaporte@embarqmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Laporte

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Steve Laporte
4215 Kathy Ave
Naples, FL 34104-4028





Steve Lubin 
<st_lubin@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Lubin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Lubin
57 Seaview Ave
Norwalk, CT 06855-1800





Steve Martini 
<squashdoctor@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Martini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steve Martini
255 White Pine Rd
Kalispell, MT 59901-6829





Steve Prchal 
<sjprchal@ventanasenc
orcovado.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Prchal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Prchal
733 S Kenyon Dr
Tucson, AZ 85710-4606





Steve Schueth 
<stschueth@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Schueth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Schueth
421 W Barry Ave
Chicago, IL 60657-5545





Steve Sikora 
<steve@designguys.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Sikora

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Steve Sikora
401 2nd Ave N Ste 400
Minneapolis, MN 55401-2097





Steve Sklar 
<throatsinger@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Sklar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Sklar
3427 Colfax Ave N
Minneapolis, MN 55412-2547





Steve Sparks 
<ss@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Sparks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Sparks
71 Kamalii Pl
Haiku, HI 96708-5322





Steve Waits 
<sw2416256@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Waits

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Waits
2403 E Main St
Lincolnton, NC 28092-4105





Steve Wolfe 
<s1s2wolfe@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Steve 
Wolfe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Wolfe
479 Commons Dr
Powell, OH 43065-7119





Steven Barrett 
<barrettsteven@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Barrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Barrett
2040 Gill Port Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-1132





Steven Berkson 
<sberkson@blazingimag
es.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Berkson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Berkson
2455 Drysdale Ct NE
Keizer, OR 97303-1999





Steven Brown 
<sh27696@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Brown
801 Sierra Vista Way Apt 45
Yreka, CA 96097-2623





Steven Carrion 
<siyushui@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Carrion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Carrion
3601 Daydream Pl
Saint Cloud, FL 34772-8232





Steven Carter 
<steve_carter@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Carter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Carter
18 Seven Pines Ave
Cambridge, MA 02140-1112





Steven cooley 
<spirtmover2@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven cooley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Steven cooley
5038 Bradenton Rd
Sarasota, FL 34234-3900





Steven Cyzner 
<scyzner@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Cyzner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Cyzner
5001 Summerset Trl
Austin, TX 78749-1331





Steven Dreier 
<steved250@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Dreier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Dreier
8531 120th St Apt 4f
Kew Gardens, NY 11415-3109





Steven Erisoty 
<sberisoty@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Erisoty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Erisoty
71 Bethlehem Pike
Philadelphia, PA 19118-2820





Steven Grossvogel 
<grossvog@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Grossvogel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Grossvogel
245 Cherokee Ave
Athens, GA 30606-4307





Steven Hemstreet 
<divemaster2@mac.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Hemstreet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Look, I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Hemstreet
5109 Green Creek Ter
Glenn Dale, MD 20769-9132





Steven Hibshman 
<shibshman@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Hibshman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Hibshman
609 Celestial Ln
Foster City, CA 94404-2751





Steven Hoffman 
<orcadog85@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Hoffman
8528 Park Heights Ave
Baltimore, MD 21208-1717





Steven Kaye 
<smk@balance1.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Kaye

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Steven Kaye
22631 Pacific Coast Hwy
Malibu, CA 90265-5036





Steven Kline 
<skline57@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Kline

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Kline
6508 Blackhead Rd
Baltimore, MD 21220-1211





Steven Korson 
<steven93541@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Korson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Korson
3663 Harrison St
Riverside, CA 92503-4264





steven long 
<bear5758@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
steven long

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. steven long
67 Century Dr
Rossville, GA 30741-4822





Steven Mello II  
<castor767676@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Mello II

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Mello II
569 Bark St
Swansea, MA 02777-4800





Steven O Broin 
<stevenobroin@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Steven O Broin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven O Broin
43 Diane Ter
Whitman, MA 02382-1805





Steven Presley 
<steven.presley@uconn
.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Presley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Presley
227 Miller Rd
Chaplin, CT 06235-2649





Steven Rayle 
<biobotanikos@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Rayle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Rayle



Steven Richards 
<stevensrsss@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Richards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Richards
42451 Greenbrier Park Dr
Fremont, CA 94538-3986





steven shapiro 
<purushada@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
steven shapiro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. steven shapiro
12175 Shenandoah Rd
Middletown, CA 95461-7707





Steven Weigner 
<ulc@seanet.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Weigner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Weigner
3220 Alki Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98116-2615





Steven Weld 
<sunboy@twcny.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Weld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Weld
8560 Belnor Dr
Cicero, NY 13039-9246





Steven WIlliams 
<str8to1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Steven WIlliams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven WIlliams
11207 N 56th St Apt 2
Temple Terrace, FL 33617-2251





Steven Yanoff 
<yanoff@tularosa.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Steven Yanoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I strongly agree with the following message:

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Yanoff
263 White Oaks Canyon Rd
White Oaks, NM 88301-9010





Stewart Wiggers 
<wiggers@hawaii.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Stewart Wiggers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stewart Wiggers
419 Atkinson Dr Apt 708a
Honolulu, HI 96814-4705





Stu Weiss 
<stuartl_weiss@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Stu 
Weiss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stu Weiss
PO Box 2477
Ronkonkoma, NY 11779-0408





Stuart Sandler 
<s2wes@spiritone.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Stuart 
Sandler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stuart Sandler
19419 NW Reeder Rd
Portland, OR 97231-1404





Stuart Sender 
<sdsender@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Stuart 
Sender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stuart Sender
153 Harding Dr
South Orange, NJ 07079-1204





Sudi McCollum 
<sudimccollum@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sudi 
McCollum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sudi McCollum
3244 Cornwall Dr
Glendale, CA 91206-1419





Sue baines 
<riverrat222@embarqm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Sue 
baines

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sue baines
113 Country Pl
Washington, NC 27889-8503





Sue Baker 
<shb1730@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Baker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Baker
81 Indian Head Rd
Riverside, CT 06878-2422





Sue Castaneda 
<suejc3dogs@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Castaneda

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Castaneda
1201 Paquin St Apt 1212
Columbia, MO 65201-7939





Sue D'Onofrio 
<susabella@wildblue.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sue 
D'Onofrio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

#1, .NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. It covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000
miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect approximately
100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The
plan needs to be partitioned into several, more geographically and
ecologically cohesive units.

#2. 50 years is way, way too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. There is absolutely no way NiSource or the FWS can
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species,
will be decades from now. It is completely irresponsible to grant a
permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species half a century
into the future. If a species is endangered NOW, that species will come
under further attack due to  factors such as climate change, disease,
further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. The plans that
NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and
unforeseen circumstances are completely inadequate as nobody can
predict the future...not 2 years down the road and certainly not FIFTY.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

#3. The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

To put it mildly, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is
too big and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years
to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sue D'Onofrio
805 Watson Dr
Keysville, VA 23947-2001





Sue Habegger 
<suehabegger@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Habegger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Habegger
10083 Grinding Rock Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9140





Sue Henger 
<arted@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Henger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Henger
7 Goldenglow St
Irvine, CA 92612-2220





Sue Loesch-Fries 
<loeschfr@purdue.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Loesch-Fries

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sue Loesch-Fries
1204 Chenoweth Ln
West Lafayette, IN 47906-8527





sue mcguey 
<suckerforfourpaws@sy
mpatico.ca>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to sue 
mcguey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. sue mcguey
7 Montjoy Cres
Brampton, ON L6S 3E5





Sue Pienciak 
<pienciaksue@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Pienciak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Pienciak
4982 Hide Away Ln
Silver City, NM 88061-8649





Sue Shimer 
<swshimer@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Shimer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I wish to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

There is far too much at stake here. NiSource's request is too big, and
puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Shimer
6215 Espee Dr
Flagstaff, AZ 86004-1269





Sue Stoudemire 
<suestoudemire@earthli
nk.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sue 
Stoudemire

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

The current version of the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP)
should NOT BE GRANTED.  The HCP, as written, puts endangered species at
great risk for the next half-century.  As our country loses one species
after the other, we lose more and more of our rich diversity of
wildlife, further reducing our wondrous world.

PLEASE DO NOT TAKE SUCH FOOLISH RISKS BY GRANTING THE HCP.

THE SIZE of  is clearly unmanageable.

Covering 8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline
in a mile-wide corridor, it could have DEVASTATING EFFECTS on
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species.

At the very least, the plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

THE 50-YEAR TIME SPAN is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now.

No company should be allowed to harm or kill endangered species half a
century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those
species may be in terms of climate change, disease, further habitat
loss, or a whole host of other factors.

Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to no more than 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.



In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Stoudemire
2302 Dellwood Dr NW
Atlanta, GA 30305-4009



Summer Carnahan 
<archersummer@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Summer Carnahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Summer Carnahan
582 Vineyard Rd
San Marcos, CA 92069-6887





Sunkamanitu Wicasta 
<revnagimato@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Sunkamanitu Wicasta

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sunkamanitu Wicasta
PO Box 814
Woodbury, CT 06798-0814





Susaan Aram 
<mermaidlaguna@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Susaan Aram

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susaan Aram
1361 Terrace Way
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-2829





Susan Babbitt 
<philad49@worldnet.att.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Babbitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species..

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Babbitt
319 S 10th St
Philadelphia, PA 19107-6145



Susan Balik 
<sdbalik1003@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Balik

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Balik
72 Arlington Ave
Hawthorne, NJ 07506-2504





Susan Ballard 
<ballardsatori@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Ballard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Ballard
81 Bradford St
Provincetown, MA 02657-1353





Susan Blain 
<s_blain@mwcc.mass.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Blain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Blain
156 Vernon St
Gardner, MA 01440-3832





Susan Bradshaw 
<slbrad711@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Bradshaw

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Bradshaw
19365 Cypress Ridge Ter
Unit 605
Leesburg, VA 20176-8434





Susan Brittain 
<susanbrittain60@gmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Brittain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Brittain
2309 Greenwald St Apt 2205
Bellevue, NE 68123-2789





Susan Brown 
<bambu8@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Brown
1356 Graylyn Rd
Virginia Beach, VA 23464-8681





Susan Brown 
<sbcognac@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Brown
PO Box 1425
Evergreen, CO 80437-1425





Susan Buchberger 
<snuzyandpops@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Buchberger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Buchberger
742 Tara Dr
Woodstock, IL 60098-7001





Susan Burns 
<susanjburns7@aim.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Burns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Burns
83 Birch St
Mahtomedi, MN 55115-1602





Susan Carroll 
<scarroll@ecologyfund.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Carroll

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Susan Carroll
1375 Golf Park Dr
Lake Ariel, PA 18436-4200





Susan Chapman 
<susanpchapman@road
runner.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Chapman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Chapman
1213 Roscomare Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90077-2202





Susan Crowley 
<scrowdist87@hotmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Crowley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Crowley
115 N Bierman Ave
Villa Park, IL 60181-2310





Susan Czernicka 
<sczernicka@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Czernicka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Czernicka
1414 Drift Rd
Westport, MA 02790-1629





Susan Dailey 
<suzzzan2001@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Dailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Dailey
1322 Santa Rita Rd
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5644





Susan Dawson 
<lapianta@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Dawson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Dawson
17855 W Spring Lake Dr SE
Renton, WA 98058-0612





Susan De George 
<susandegeorge@south
pres.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Susan 
De George

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan De George
64 Maple St
Dobbs Ferry, NY 10522-1120





Susan duran 
<treykano@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
duran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan duran
1737 Avenida Los Griegos NW
Albuquerque, NM 87107-3449





Susan Everett 
<seleverett@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Everett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Everett
3525 Delaney Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76244-9598





Susan Fawthrop 
<asuuka@eklectika.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Fawthrop

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Fawthrop
167 Labrador Ln NE
Floyd, VA 24091-2945





Susan Fimple 
<sdfimple@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Fimple

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Fimple
1222 Vicars Ave
Dunlap, IA 51529-6028





Susan Fishman 
<susie6147@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Fishman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Fishman
288 Edwards Village Blvd, 11C
Edwards, CO 81632





Susan G Kempson 
<suzkemp@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
G Kempson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan G Kempson
8 Powderhorn Dr
Kinnelon, NJ 07405-2933





Susan G Rives-Denight 
<hunigram5@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
G Rives-Denight

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan G Rives-Denight
909 NW 6th St
Pendleton, OR 97801-1323





Susan Galt 
<gramie.texas@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Galt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Galt
1109 Meadow Ln
Sachse, TX 75048-2872





Susan Goldberg 
<sgoldb5785@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Goldberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Goldberg
1609 Arbor Dr
Glendale, CA 91202-1301





Susan Grimwood 
<sjgrimwood@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Grimwood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Grimwood
105 Georgetown Rd
West Newbury, MA 01985-2112





Susan Haelen 
<shaelenster@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Haelen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Haelen
4530 Broadway
New York, NY 10040-2429





susan hagen 
<susanrhagen@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to susan 
hagen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. susan hagen
PO Box 508
Hot Springs, MT 59845-0508





Susan Hamann 
<ingohamann@me.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Hamann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Hamann
1 Ming Ct
Chester, NJ 07930-2156





Susan Hampel 
<shampel@hvalley.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Hampel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Hampel
20 Coyote Meadow Ln
Sequim, WA 98382-9789





Susan Hanger 
<stanifer16@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Hanger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Hanger
20940 Waveview Dr
Topanga, CA 90290-3551





Susan Hanlon 
<sueh731@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Hanlon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Hanlon
560 Waterford Dr
Manchester, NJ 08759-4638





Susan Harmon 
<sharmon@gt.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Harmon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Harmon
3890 Inverness Dr
Beaumont, TX 77707-5454





Susan Hathaway 
<susanhathaway@earth
link.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Hathaway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Hathaway
5107 Passons Blvd Apt 313
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-2842





Susan Heggstad 
<heggstad@macnexus.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Heggstad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Heggstad
2716 22nd St
Sacramento, CA 95818-3119





Susan Hoffman 
<susan82654@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Hoffman
677 N Glenn Dr
Altamonte Springs, FL 32701-2734





Susan Houle 
<wellspring@kingcon.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Houle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Houle
975 Morrill Rd
Danville, VT 05828-9302





Susan Jacoby 
<jacobysusn@aim.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Jacoby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Jacoby
PO Box 35
Butler, TN 37640-0035





Susan Johnston 
<screens235@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Johnston
Handel Road
East Hartford, CT 06118





Susan Kay 
<classicalsculptor@msn
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Kay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Kay
PO Box 451
Vashon, WA 98070-0451





Susan Kollar 
<slkollar@wowway.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Kollar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Kollar
29035 Brockway Dr
Westlake, OH 44145-5212





Susan Krause 
<skrause442@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Krause

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am a wildlife biologist and I am writing to register several concerns
and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Krause
29 Roseville Ave
Saint James, NY 11780-2902





Susan Kuhn 
<susan@kuhnmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Kuhn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Kuhn
2835 SE 64th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-1375





"Susan Lee,LPN,retired" 
<mrs_catseye@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
"Susan Lee,LPN,retired"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. TURN DOWN NiSource's request, PLEASE!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Lee,LPN,retired
3815 Tom Lane Dr
Pensacola, FL 32504-7555





Susan Livingstone 
<smlivingstone@onebox
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Livingstone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Livingstone
3020 Three Springs Ct
Mount Hamilton, CA 95140-9714





Susan Maroc 
<suemaroc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Maroc

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Maroc
29 Mill St
Natick, MA 01760-4102





Susan Marsh 
<sunseeker56@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Marsh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Marsh
64939 E Pine Tree Way
Rhododendron, OR 97049-9700





Susan Martin 
<sdmartin1122@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource "Habitat Conservation Plan".

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is disgusting to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future!
Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply inadequate.
The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and needs to be stopped in its
tracks right now. This HCP will pave the way for other large-scale
energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without
adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then other
corporations WILL follow suit. Hello?

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.  Screw them--they are out to screw US, and fifty years
from now none of them will even be around to see the cumulative damage
they'll do!

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Martin
32 Glen Ave
Oakland, CA 94611-4929



Susan Mazza 
<suzzen623@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Mazza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Susan Mazza

FL





susan messerschmitt  
<smesserschmitt@roch
ester.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to susan 
messerschmitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. susan messerschmitt
70 Merwin Ave
Rochester, NY 14609-6713





Susan Milke 
<milkemedia@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Milke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Milke
12423 NE 160th St
Woodinville, WA 98072-7904





Susan Minuto 
<minuto@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Minuto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Minuto
827 Congress Ave
Waterbury, CT 06708-4016





Susan Morris 
<morris64@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Morris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Morris
9458 Canterbury Riding
Laurel, MD 20723-1411





Susan Nahem 
<jarkin1@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Nahem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Nahem
18224 80th Dr
Jamaica, NY 11432-1502





Susan Navidad 
<sanavid66@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Navidad

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Navidad
1818 N Taylor St PMB 347
Little Rock, AR 72207-4625





Susan Neff 
<lobonegro050220@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Neff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Neff
1840 S Meade St
Denver, CO 80219-4541





Susan Paddock 
<susanpaddock@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Paddock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Paddock
23922 33rd Dr SE
Bothell, WA 98021-8935





Susan Peirce 
<speirce@prodigy.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Peirce

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Peirce
143 Eagle Feather Way
Lyons, CO 80540-8450





Susan Perkins 
<susan@perkinsenergyl
aw.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Perkins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Perkins
5111 S Ironton Way
Greenwood Village, CO 80111-3839





Susan Plack 
<splack@mauijim.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Plack

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Plack
6831 N Frostwood Pkwy
# F78
Peoria, IL 61615-2462





Susan Porter 
<susansporter@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Porter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Porter
1870 Newport Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103-1445





Susan Radcliff 
<susanradcliff@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Radcliff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Radcliff
250 W 104th St Apt 84
New York, NY 10025-4282





Susan Richmond 
<susanmr19@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Richmond

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Richmond
4070 E Juniper Cliffs Dr
Kanab, UT 84741-4212





Susan Righi 
<sprighi@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Righi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Righi
28 Graham Dr
Athens, OH 45701-1431





susan riser 
<seriser@bellsouth.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to susan 
riser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. susan riser
303 Bradley Dr
Montgomery, AL 36109-3413





Susan Rubin 
<suzer3@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Rubin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Rubin
2152 Beachwood Ter
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3406





Susan Rudisill 
<susanrudi@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Rudisill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Rudisill
1500 E Riverside Dr
Austin, TX 78741-1102





Susan Schott 
<susan.schott@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Schott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Schott
302 S Rosemont Ave
Dallas, TX 75208-5813





Susan Sedia 
<susansedia@peoplepc.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Sedia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Sedia
4493 Zenner Rd
Eden, NY 14057-9734





Susan Selbin 
<sselbin@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Selbin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Don't let this happen!  I am writing to register several concerns and
requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Selbin
2431 Northwest Cir NW
Albuquerque, NM 87104-1965





Susan Skibell 
<aaltodesign@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Skibell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Skibell
1360 N Sandburg Ter
Apt 1902
Chicago, IL 60610-7904





Susan spurr 
<spurr3@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
spurr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan spurr
8501 Liverpool Cir
Littleton, CO 80125-7937





Susan Strickland 
<johnandsioux@socal.rr
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Strickland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Strickland
6663 Gross Ave
West Hills, CA 91307-3210





Susan Sulc 
<suuzuun@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Sulc

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sulc
8201 Camino Colegio Apt 166
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-8147





Susan Thing 
<sething@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Thing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Thing
2025 W Spring St
Tucson, AZ 85745-1109





Susan Thurairatnam 
<suz10250@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Thurairatnam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Thurairatnam
132 Cypress Dr
Rincon, GA 31326-5102





Susan Todd 
<suztree@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Todd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

I would rather turn down my heat and drive less than drink polluted
water and see people and animals exposed to dangerous toxin.

Secondly, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too
big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Todd
5658 N Artesian Ave
Chicago, IL 60659-5136





Susan Torres 
<dstor26@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Torres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Torres
26 Hillside Rd
Carmel, NY 10512-6049





Susan Urang 
<theonlydrsooz@embar
qmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Urang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Urang
938 Pittsburg Ave
Wooster, OH 44691-4220





susan viskovich 
<sueellenav@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to susan 
viskovich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. susan viskovich
552 La Copita Ct
San Ramon, CA 94583-1814





Susan Volk 
<susan.volk@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Volk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Volk
13333 Bay St
Sebastian, FL 32958-3224





Susan Wagner 
<nasusrengaw@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Wagner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Never have I heard of our industries accounting for possible hazard
costs ahead of disasters and our congress has often been complicit in
making sure they are not held responsible.  It is always the individual
that must stand alone, sick, sometimes dying, and take on whole rich
industries causing hazards to safety, health and/or environments we and
all life depend on for our water, crops for food, homes,  and often our
medicines that otherwise would be poisoned and destroyed for all time.



Try helping make our industries responsible with the federal funds
handed to them consistently rather than legal criminals to our
citizens.  Stop polluting our public spaces that move into our private
lives.

Sincerely,

Susan Wagner
2998 Rimrock Rd
Moab, UT 84532-3875



Susan Watts 
<susanmwr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Watts

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Watts
16217 Sunset Trl
Riverside, CA 92506-5843





Susan Whitsell 
<maccie@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Whitsell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Whitsell
40 Garden Ave
Woodland Park, NJ 07424-3325





Susan Wojnar 
<music4enrichment@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Wojnar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Wojnar
63 Whittaker School Rd
Grove City, PA 16127-6239





Susan Worden 
<susanworden@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Worden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susan Worden
142 W End Ave
New York, NY 10023-6103





Susan Yarnell 
<syarnell@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Yarnell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Yarnell
5722 Hideaway Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-9567





Susan Zega 
<szega@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Zega

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Zega
40 Highland Ave
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-1710





Susan Zeiger 
<susanzeiger@optonlin
e.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Zeiger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Zeiger
63 Beacon Hill Rd
Ardsley, NY 10502-1632





Susan Zollinger 
<susan@poipukapili.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Susan 
Zollinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Zollinger
2906 Hermosa Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-3907





Susanalexis Schwartz  
<susanalexis1029@live.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Susanalexis Schwartz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susanalexis Schwartz
207 Margit Ct
Newark, DE 19711-8705





Susanna Levin 
<sulevin@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Susanna Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susanna Levin
1255 North Ave
# 31
New Rochelle, NY 10804-2605





Susanna Purucker 
<spurucker@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Susanna Purucker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Susanna Purucker
910 West Ave
Miami Beach, FL 33139-5234





Susanne Gorenendaal 
<stargazerlilly1@verizon
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Susanne Gorenendaal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Susanne Gorenendaal
1313 Old Boalsburg Rd
State College, PA 16801-6233





Susanne Kayyali 
<skayyali@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Susanne Kayyali

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susanne Kayyali
5920 San Vicente St
Coral Gables, FL 33146-2729





Susanne Rupp 
<s-rupp@satx.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Susanne Rupp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susanne Rupp
28354 Ruffian Dr
Boerne, TX 78015-4810





Susi Higgins 
<susi_higgins@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Susi 
Higgins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susi Higgins
611 N Brand Blvd
Glendale, CA 91203-1221





Susie Smith 
<melodic_hypnosis@go
owy.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Susie 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Susie Smith
4301 Broadway Cpo #26C
San Antonio, TX 78209-6318





suzan woodruff 
<shaktiart@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to suzan 
woodruff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. suzan woodruff
4155 Lyceum Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5709





Suzanne Abecket 
<8pawprints@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Abecket

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Abecket
21163 Patriot Way
Cupertino, CA 95014-5707





Suzanne Bernardin 
<info@trigonelle.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Bernardin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Fracking endangers not only the water source for animals and their
habitat but that of humans as well. In the long run I don't approve of
fracking in any way shape or form and its impact on any species on the
planet.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Bernardin



330 Rue Coupal
Mont-Tremblant, QC J8E 2P1



Suzanne Crane 
<sbc4884@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Crane

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Crane
8000 Hood Cir # B
Austin, TX 78745-6911





Suzanne Cromwell 
<slcromwell@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Cromwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Cromwell
12303 Beechnut Ct
Woodbridge, VA 22192-2002





Suzanne Dunham 
<suzydstristan@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Dunham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Dunham
518 S Blackhawk St
Janesville, WI 53545-4204





Suzanne Ford 
<yyy@mitchell.main.nc.
us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Ford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Ford
PO Box 145
Penland, NC 28765-0145





Suzanne Hornbeck 
<suzannehornbeck@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Hornbeck

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Hornbeck
407 The Birches
Saugerties, NY 12477-5250





Suzanne Horsburgh 
<suzannehorsburgh@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Horsburgh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Horsburgh
2758 Hillview Dr
Newport Beach, CA 92660-5406





Suzanne Jedrzejewski  
<zorabelle313@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Jedrzejewski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Jedrzejewski
7301 W University Ave
Gainesville, FL 32607-1631





Suzanne Levin 
<lajacobine@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Levin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Levin
1011 Pomeroy Ave
Santa Clara, CA 95051-4719





Suzanne Miller 
<suzer@ohio.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Miller

OH





Suzanne Pena 
<iamsaturnine@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Pena

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Pena
2407 Ivy Pl
Fullerton, CA 92835-3012





Suzanne Shafer 
<suzanne@dreamsoftho
maston.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Shafer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Shafer
521 Burnt Tree Ln
Apopka, FL 32712-3920





Suzanne 
Stennes-Rogness 
<sstennes@flaschools.o
rg>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne 
Stennes-Rogness

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Stennes-Rogness
6443 Fawn Ln
Lino Lakes, MN 55014-5420





Suzanne Sullivan 
<swampy10@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Suzanne Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Sullivan
60 Lawrence St
Wilmington, MA 01887-1925





Suzette Lemrow 
<sml86@mindspring.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Suzette Lemrow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzette Lemrow
638 Bua Dr
Temple Terrace, FL 33617-3800





Suzie Fromer 
<suziefromer@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Suzie 
Fromer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzie Fromer
26 Irving Ave
Tarrytown, NY 10591-3710





Suzie Smith 
<suzieinhb@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Suzie 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzie Smith
21352 Yarmouth Ln
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-7058





Suzy Capano 
<scapano@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Suzy 
Capano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzy Capano
832 La Vista Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1952





Sweet Image 
<childforevah@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sweet 
Image

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sweet Image
PO Box 234
72 Hazen Rd
Jefferson, NH 03583-0234





Sybil Kohl 
<sybkohl@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Sybil 
Kohl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sybil Kohl
18103 NE 159th Ave
Brush Prairie, WA 98606-8738





Sydney Glassman 
<sydney.glassman@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sydney Glassman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sydney Glassman
3102 Granville Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-1115





Sydney McDermott  
<srmcdermott@frontiern
et.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Sydney McDermott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sydney McDermott
2572 Whispering Ridge Dr
Bullhead City, AZ 86442-8687





Sylvia Baldwin 
<sylviab@hawaii.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Baldwin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Baldwin
152 N Kalaheo Ave Apt B
Kailua, HI 96734-2344





Sylvia Duncan 
<sduncan1949@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Duncan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Duncan
1117 Orlando Dr
Plano, TX 75075-4020





Sylvia Golbin 
<sylviagolbin@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Golbin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Golbin
PO Box 394
Mahwah, NJ 07430-0394





Sylvia Lewis Gunning 
<syllew@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Lewis Gunning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sylvia Lewis Gunning
616 Indian Wells Ln
Thousand Oaks, CA 91320-4111





Sylvia Marie 
<wearth@sonic.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Marie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Marie
PO Box 1019
Sebastopol, CA 95473-1019





Sylvia Ruth Gray 
<sylviaemail@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Ruth Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Ruth Gray
315 1st Ave Apt 5
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-2609





Sylvia Ryan 
<sforgesryan@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Ryan
87 Bayard Ave
North Haven, CT 06473-4304





Sylvia Sadler 
<happycamper56_2000
@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Sadler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Sadler
PO Box 1315
Alton, IL 62002-1315





Sylvia Schleimer 
<nj.twins84@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Schleimer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sylvia Schleimer
1777 N Allen Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104-1612





Sylvia Welner 
<welner1@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
Welner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sylvia Welner
1156 8th St
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-6012





Sylvia White 
<tirnanogfaerie@sudden
link.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Sylvia 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia White
4915 S Quarry Rd
Bayside, CA 95524-9303





Symone Ma 
<symonema@wildmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Symone Ma

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Symone Ma



Szilvia Solyom 
<szilvia_solyom@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Szilvia Solyom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Szilvia Solyom
6105 Maywood Ave
Baltimore, MD 21209-3525





"S. Andregg" 
<missandregg@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to "S. 
Andregg"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss S. Andregg
1054 43rd St
Emeryville, CA 94608-3640





"S. Emsley" 
<rowdy205@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to "S. 
Emsley"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. S. Emsley
10 Mal Paso Rd
Carmel, CA 93923-9739





"S. Paddock" 
<paddocsm01@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to "S. 
Paddock"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. S. Paddock
10312 S Bay Dr
Laingsburg, MI 48848-9785





"S. Scott graham" 
<barefootinbablon@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "S. 
Scott graham"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. S. Scott graham
PO Box 1032
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-1032





T Holmes 
<karma_lady@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to T 
Holmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. T Holmes
PO Box 328
Somerset, CA 95684-0328





t stone 
<darkhorsedigital@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to t 
stone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. t stone
8033 W Sunset Blvd # 538
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2401





Tacia McIlvaine 
<longnecknews@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tacia 
McIlvaine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tacia McIlvaine
7 W 4th St
Blades, DE 19973-4121





Taciana De Aguiar 
<taciana23@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Taciana De Aguiar

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Taciana De Aguiar
10 Park Ave Apt 3
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2754





Tamara Cartwright  
<tamara.cartwright@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Cartwright

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Cartwright
17509 NE 4th Pl
Bellevue, WA 98008-4238



Tamara Dreier 
<tdreier@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Dreier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tamara Dreier
830 Cardiff Ct
O Fallon, IL 62269-6863





Tamara Filas 
<kozmic3@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Filas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Filas
6477 Edgewood Rd
Canton, MI 48187-5264





Tamara Laug 
<tamara@crescentmoon
snowshoes.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Laug

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Laug
1199 Crestmoor Dr
Boulder, CO 80303-1412





Tamara lesesne 
<tlesesne@carolina.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara lesesne

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Tamara lesesne
601 E Kingston Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203-5119





Tamara Matz 
<tmmatz@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Matz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Matz
5308 1/2 Village Grn
Los Angeles, CA 90016-5105





Tamara Pessah 
<tamarapessah@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Pessah

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Pessah
11 Mechanic St
Antwerp, NY 13608-3201





Tamara Trussell  
<trussellsprout@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Trussell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

Before citing all the history and areas that may be affected, I'd like
to report on behalf of friends in Wyoming who experienced this sort of
development in their backyards. Their wells, if they didn't dry up,
were no longer viable. The aquifers were drained and direction of water
flow within aquifers changed. In addition to the possible impact on
water, all species will be affected and that includes humans. While we
may reap a short-term benefit financially and supposedly have an energy
resource that doesn't come from the Middle East the impacts on the
regions that experience this development will be as if war had
occurred. The approach to this form of "mining for gas" is
naive and too simplistic.

In addition, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too
big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units. That way the people
most impacted and who know the area best will have a chance to comment
on said plan.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 2 to 5
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and IF it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved



without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Trussell
1 H St Apt 309
San Rafael, CA 94901-1786



Tamara Weatherly 
<tlw398@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Tamara Weatherly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Weatherly
975 Wilson Sharpsville Rd
Cortland, OH 44410-9561





Tami Armitage 
<tarmitage@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tami 
Armitage

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tami Armitage
12854 Landale St
Studio City, CA 91604-1351





Tamila Roberson 
<iskrova@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tamila Roberson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tamila Roberson
5627 Colby Ave
Everett, WA 98203-3830





Tammie Auld 
<auldtam@windstream.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tammie Auld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tammie Auld
1714 Williamsfield Rd
Jamestown, PA 16134-3464





Tammy Boynton 
<boynton.t@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Tammy Boynton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tammy Boynton
4475 Dupree Rd
Olive Branch, MS 38654-8672





Tammy Kicak 
<tkicak@twcny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Tammy Kicak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tammy Kicak
21 Wood Creek Dr Apt E
Rome, NY 13440-7721





TAMMY PHILLIPS 
<tsphillips7991@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
TAMMY PHILLIPS

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. TAMMY PHILLIPS
2610 Stillwood Rd
Deridder, LA 70634-6009





Tammy Ryan 
<tryan68@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Tammy Ryan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Tammy Ryan
605 N Niagara St
Burbank, CA 91505-3254





Tammy Sartain 
<tammy@nventure.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Tammy Sartain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tammy Sartain
6029 85th Ave W
University Place, WA 98467-4008





Tammy Tierney 
<cnctierney@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tammy Tierney

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Tammy Tierney
307 Ashton Dr Apt A
Kendallville, IN 46755-1039





Tania Piombetti  
<tania@widegroup.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tania 
Piombetti

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Tania Piombetti
6233 Corbin Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356-1012





Tanner barb 
<tannervw@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tanner barb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tanner barb
sddewerf
Ewsfsfd, VA 12343





Tanya Bergstrom 
<kidgear@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tanya 
Bergstrom

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tanya Bergstrom
PO Box 2595
Loveland, CO 80539-2595





Tanya Field 
<vespa63@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Tanya 
Field

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tanya Field
1224 3rd St SW
Albuquerque, NM 87102-4305





Tanya 
Koester-Radmann 
<tmkoester@healtheast.
org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Tanya 
Koester-Radmann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tanya Koester-Radmann
10649 Point Pleasant Rd
Chisago City, MN 55013-9510





Tanya Paul 
<tanya@sacimmlaw.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tanya 
Paul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tanya Paul
5218 Maui Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-3723





Tara Miles 
<akakidman@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tara 
Miles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Tara Miles
34 Military Ln
Gardiner, NY 12525-5603





Tara Olmo 
<tdolmo@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tara 
Olmo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tara Olmo
1093 Roosevelt Blvd
Vineland, NJ 08361-6552





Taren Hines 
<tarenella@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Taren 
Hines

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Taren Hines
5059 N Hillcrest Dr
Tucson, AZ 85704-5808





Tari pantaleo 
<tari@panrui.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tari 
pantaleo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tari pantaleo
311 Plainsboro Rd
Plainsboro, NJ 08536-1905





Tarron Meerschant 
<tarron.m@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tarron Meerschant

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tarron Meerschant
5475 E Old Farm Cir
Colorado Spgs, CO 80917-1111





Taryn Bromser-Kloeden 
<friendoframen@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Taryn 
Bromser-Kloeden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Taryn Bromser-Kloeden
19858 Telegraph Springs Rd
Purcellville, VA 20132-4215





tasia stern 
<tgv4567@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to tasia 
stern

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. tasia stern
PO Box 261067
Encino, CA 91426-1067





Tassilo von Koch 
<rtvonkoch@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Tassilo von Koch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tassilo von Koch
8459 NW Ash St
Portland, OR 97229-6769





Tatiana Green 
<tgreen@bronxprep.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Tatiana Green

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tatiana Green

Bronx, NY





Tatiana 
Marquez-Martinez 
<tcmarquez@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Tatiana 
Marquez-Martinez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Tatiana Marquez-Martinez
2962 E 5th St
Tucson, AZ 85716-4452





Tatiana Marshall  
<tatiana.l.marshall@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tatiana Marshall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tatiana Marshall
323 Church St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1718





Tatiana Torres 
<tatianatorres@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Tatiana Torres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Tatiana Torres



Tawnee Livingston 
<tlivingstn@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Tawnee Livingston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tawnee Livingston
14495 Crabapple Rd
Golden, CO 80401-1436





Tawny Rae 
Beard-Landers 
<tawnyrae@me.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tawny Rae 
Beard-Landers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tawny Rae Beard-Landers
1410 Hales Hollow Dr
Dunedin, FL 34698-4512





Tc Lillick 
<cork@kitcarson.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Tc 
Lillick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tc Lillick
6703
Taos, NM 87571





ted haler 
<tedhaler@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to ted 
haler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ted haler
5760 W 4th St
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3407





Ted Kubiak 
<tkubiak@sunlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ted 
Kubiak

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Kubiak
27 Depue Ln
Stroudsburg, PA 18360-8979





Ted Mayhew 
<tauntingfrenchman@ho
tmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Ted 
Mayhew

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ted Mayhew
2445 Mitchell Ave
Clovis, CA 93611-5919





Ted Sebastian 
<td.sbstn@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Ted 
Sebastian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Sebastian
17161 N Casita Springs Ct
Surprise, AZ 85374-6409





Ted von Eiff 
<ted@voneiff.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Ted 
von Eiff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted von Eiff
761 Arrowwood Dr
Carmel, IN 46033-9013





Tedford Rose 
<dtbic@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Tedford Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tedford Rose
6048 N Barranca Ave
Glendora, CA 91740-4751





Teleia McCabe 
<teleiamc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Teleia 
McCabe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teleia McCabe
5 E. Lakeshore Dr. #16
Cincinnati, OH 45237-1538





Tennyson Wellman 
<tennyson.jacob.wellma
n@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Tennyson Wellman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tennyson Wellman
186 Washington Ave
Providence, RI 02905-4340





Teralawanda Aaron 
<teralawandaaaron@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Teralawanda Aaron

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teralawanda Aaron
16528 Burnside Ave
Cleveland, OH 44110-2908





Teresa Anderson 
<tbird5205@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Teresa Anderson
5205 Martin Ave
Austin, TX 78751-2133





Teresa Bollermann 
<natureride@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Bollermann

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Bollermann
HC 64 Box 2306
Moab, UT 84532-9604





Teresa Edmonds 
<rodman@mbay.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Edmonds

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Edmonds
20 Esquiline Rd
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9755





Teresa Ferracci 
<tferracci@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Ferracci

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Ferracci
V. E. Street
Saratoga, CA 95070





Teresa Garrison 
<tgarri51@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Garrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Garrison
343 NW Woodland Rd
Riverside, MO 64150-9462





teresa gingras 
<dharmama1@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to teresa 
gingras

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. teresa gingras
1619 James St
Lansing, MI 48906-4332





Teresa Molano 
<twildfong@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Molano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Molano
9273 Cedar Run Rd
Traverse City, MI 49684-9418





Teresa Rex 
<bellydancer321@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Rex

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Rex
7961 Lusterpointe Ln
West Jordan, UT 84088-7681





Teresa Soufas 
<tsoufas@temple.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Soufas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Teresa Soufas
305d Ripka St
Philadelphia, PA 19128-4602





Teresa Thomas 
<teresathomas7905@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Teresa Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Teresa Thomas
111 4th Ave N
Minneapolis, MN 55401-1530





Teri King 
<kingt002@hawaii.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Teri 
King

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Teri King
74-5098 Hooloa St
Kailua Kona, HI 96740-1428





Teri Koslen 
<bigmeatball55@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Teri 
Koslen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Teri Koslen
29276 Bryce Rd
Cleveland, OH 44124-5715





Teri Sigler 
<siglert@ucsc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Teri 
Sigler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teri Sigler
100 Shaffer Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5730





Terra Lovelace 
<relove2@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Terra 
Lovelace

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Terra Lovelace
1613 Indian Creek Cir
Franklin, TN 37064-9625





Terrance Donley 
<terrancedonley@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Terrance Donley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terrance Donley
7037 Zelzah Ave
Reseda, CA 91335-4834





Terre Dorward 
<tldky@webtv.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Terre 
Dorward

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Terre Dorward
54 Rainmaker Ln
Mount Vernon, KY 40456-6657





Terre Feinberg 
<terresf@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Terre 
Feinberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terre Feinberg
8 Metzgar Ln
East Stroudsburg, PA 18301-8049





Terri Beaudoin 
<terribeaudoin@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Terri 
Beaudoin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Terri Beaudoin
463 Palomino Dr
Bear River, WY 82930-9586





Terri Kaczmarczyk 
<anmlhouse@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Terri 
Kaczmarczyk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terri Kaczmarczyk
3110 Quigg St
Whitehall, PA 18052-3533





Terri Myers 
<dolphinfaith11@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Terri 
Myers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Terri Myers
396 Stokes Rd
Shamong, NJ 08088-8415





Terri Reischl 
<tarotbyterri@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Terri 
Reischl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terri Reischl
1958 Florence St
White Bear Lake, MN 55110-3469





Terri Schneider 
<pyloric@optonline.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Terri 
Schneider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terri Schneider
151 Ridge Rd
Valley Cottage, NY 10989-2473





Terri WILSON 
<terridacktill@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Terri 
WILSON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Terri WILSON
8045 Brentwood Dr
Birch Run, MI 48415-8437





Terry Fain 
<fain@rand.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Fain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Fain
703 Ozone St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5601





terry garthwaite 
<terrygarthwaite@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to terry 
garthwaite

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. terry garthwaite
360 meadow
san geronimo, CA 94963





Terry Gates 
<skiparoo@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Gates

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Gates
15 Sombra De Luna
Espanola, NM 87532-9406





Terry Herckenrath 
<terry@herckenrath.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Herckenrath

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Herckenrath



Terry Johnson 
<tlj-loki@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terry Johnson
1784 Peltier Lake Dr
Centerville, MN 55038-9721





Terry Martin 
<tmartin@bw.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Martin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Terry Martin
228 Kempton Dr
Berea, OH 44017-2317





Terry Nowotarski  
<supastarz-ntz@juno.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Nowotarski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terry Nowotarski
1925 E La Veta Ave Spc 69
Orange, CA 92866-2913





Terry O'Shea 
<toshea@srvusd.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Terry 
O'Shea

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Terry O'Shea
421 Evergreen Ct
Danville, CA 94526-5514





Terry Parrish 
<terryparrish2010@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Parrish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terry Parrish
1681 Kennedy Bridge Rd
Harrodsburg, KY 40330-9715





Terry Pitt 
<t.pitt@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Pitt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Pitt
5726 NE Detroit Ave
Kansas City, MO 64119-3004





Terry Reed 
<reed_hines@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Reed

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Reed
2468 E. Drachman St.
Tucson, AZ 85716





Terry San Cartier  
<dlpotc@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Terry 
San Cartier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry San Cartier
851 McCloud St
Santa Maria, CA 93455-7108





Terry Schaunaman 
<eqlrghts@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Schaunaman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Schaunaman
1314 6th Ave S
Fargo, ND 58103-2508





Terry Sender 
<terrymouse@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Sender

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Sender
173 Bobwhite Rd
Royal Palm Beach, FL 33411-1734





terry torres 
<teetee98@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to terry 
torres

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. terry torres
2029 Dutchman Dr Apt D
Rock Hill, SC 29732-0012





Terry Vaccaro 
<terryberryballs@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Vaccaro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terry Vaccaro
Corbett Pl
N Plainfield, NJ 07060





Terry Warkentine 
<twinalb@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Warkentine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Warkentine
1109 Arizona St NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110-6705





Terry Zwigoff 
<pm12400@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Terry 
Zwigoff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Zwigoff
290 Mullen Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5332





Terryl tyler 
<tlt_vat@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Terryl 
tyler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terryl tyler
21652 NE Butler Market Rd
Bend, OR 97701-9752





Tess Cramer 
<touchpower@windstre
am.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tess 
Cramer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tess Cramer
1110 S 15th Cir
Omaha, NE 68108-3139





Thad Pendleton 
<thadpen@bigfoot.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Thad 
Pendleton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thad Pendleton
11550 S Justine St
Chicago, IL 60643-5003





Thaddeus Cronin 
<judaspariah@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Thaddeus Cronin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thaddeus Cronin
6024 Sturgis Way
Yreka, CA 96097-9111





Thalia Ayoub 
<thaliarhiannon@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Thalia 
Ayoub

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Thalia Ayoub
3657 Sanucci Ct
Las Vegas, NV 89141-3500





Thayer Jordan 
<ttjbear1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thayer Jordan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thayer Jordan
N. Estes Dr. Apt. D-15
Carrboro, NC 27510





Thelma Matlin 
<tmatlin@nvbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thelma Matlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Thelma Matlin
4755 Bradford Ln
Reno, NV 89519-0936





Theo White 
<theowhitejr45@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Theo 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Theo White
PO Box 74
Quincy, CA 95971-0074





Theodore Burger 
<theodoreburger@rcn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Theodore Burger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Theodore Burger
3370 Woodbridge Cir
Bethlehem, PA 18017-1736





Theresa Brooks 
<theresa.brooks@burgin
.kyschools.us>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Theresa Brooks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Theresa Brooks
1800 Perryville Rd
Harrodsburg, KY 40330-9658





Theresa Kelly 
<theresa.kelly@mi.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Theresa Kelly

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Theresa Kelly
Greening Drive
Novi, MI 48375





Theresa Mason 
<nocynic@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Theresa Mason

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Theresa Mason
63 Peter Parley Rd
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130-2913





Theresa Salvas 
<tsalvas2000@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Theresa Salvas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Theresa Salvas
267 Main St
Apt 2
Warren, RI 02885-4305





theresa sullivan 
<theresa15321@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
theresa sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. theresa sullivan
15321 Virginia Loop Rd NE
Poulsbo, WA 98370-8004





Therese Young 
<tyounglaw@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Therese Young

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Therese Young
57 Forbes St
Boston, MA 02130-1809





THIELLEY Patrick 
<patrick25@neuf.fr>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
THIELLEY Patrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. THIELLEY Patrick
bp 993
Besançon- cedex, None 25000





Thomas Adamski 
<tomadamski@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Adamski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Adamski
17 Council Dr
Oxford, CT 06478-1663





Thomas and Linda Serra  
<tomlinsplace@frontiern
et.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas and Linda Serra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

We are writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new and, if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas and Linda Serra
881 Dry Pond Rd
Waleska, GA 30183-2438





Thomas Barry 
<thomasjohnbarry@eart
hlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Barry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Barry
845 Middlebrook Rd
Prescott, AZ 86303-3558





Thomas Baxter 
<124c4u@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Baxter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Baxter
378 Saint Angelo Rd
Tallahassee, FL 32312-9752





Thomas Bejgrowicz 
<baygrowits@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Bejgrowicz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Bejgrowicz
10 N Plum St
Lancaster, PA 17602-2919





Thomas Berg 
<tfberg007@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Berg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I'm writing today to register several concerns and requests regarding
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Berg
702 Tamarack Way
Herndon, VA 20170-4448





thomas Boudinet 
<boudine@attglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
thomas Boudinet

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. thomas Boudinet
7 High Acres Dr
Saint Louis, MO 63132-4210





Thomas Brown 
<tobr@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Brown
1410 Barnsley Walk
Snellville, GA 30078-5997





Thomas Brownfield 
<tom@tombrownfield.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Brownfield

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Brownfield
11935 Winchester Rd
Ashville, OH 43103-9748





Thomas Canning 
<tmcanning@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Canning

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Canning
25671 Whittemore Dr
Calabasas, CA 91302-2238





Thomas Card 
<fidelio1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Card

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Card
2032 Saffold Park Dr
Ruskin, FL 33570-5577





Thomas Carsner 
<carsner@mchsi.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Carsner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Carsner
1627 College Court Pl
Iowa City, IA 52245-4417





Thomas Cole 
<drdoolittle2800@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Cole
1465 Whispering Ct
Apt 2
Hastings, MN 55033-1593





Thomas Dodson 
<seltaeb@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Dodson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Dodson
118 Coventry Ave
Albertson, NY 11507-2016





Thomas Edwards 
<tomedgewards@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Edwards
1022 Bay Dr Apt 15
Miami Beach, FL 33141-3721





Thomas Foster 
<aztommysf@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Foster
222 E Barr Loop
Saint David, AZ 85630-6214





Thomas Gerding 
<ngerding@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Gerding

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Thomas Gerding
2249 W Sylvania Ave
Toledo, OH 43613-4426





Thomas Giblin 
<twgiblin@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Giblin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Giblin
130 Ahern Rd
Binghamton, NY 13903-6517





Thomas Goodrich 
<thomartgood@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Goodrich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Goodrich
322 Oakwood St
Park Forest, IL 60466-2130





Thomas Hart 
<tomhart@maine.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Hart

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Hart
24 Jasmine Ln
Harpswell, ME 04079-4129





Thomas Hernandez 
<gwfan2003@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Hernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Hernandez
19200 Rising Sun Rd
Corona, CA 92881-3743





Thomas Hicks 
<hickst@theriver.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Hicks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 5 or 10
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Hicks
4950 N Via Entrada
Tucson, AZ 85718-5844





Thomas Jenson 
<jenson516@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Jenson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Jenson
411 Piedmont Ave Unit 103
Glendale, CA 91206-3408





Thomas Johnsen 
<tekd4@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Johnsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Johnsen
744 Calle Corta
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-2216





Thomas Keith 
<mostlyends@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Keith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Keith
1918 E Bremer Ave
Waverly, IA 50677-4269





Thomas Leach 
<thomasl2367@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Leach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Leach
4959 134th Pl
Apt 1b
Crestwood, IL 60445-1590





Thomas Libbey 
<thomas_libbey@hotma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Libbey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Libbey
PMB 1027 1122 E Pike St
Seattle, WA 98122-3916





Thomas Lynn 
<tjl7@psu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Lynn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Lynn
47 Decatur Rd
Havertown, PA 19083-1411





Thomas Madden 
<drtmadden@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Madden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Madden
269 Melbourne Ave
Akron, OH 44313-6574





Thomas Mannino 
<t.mannino@umiami.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Mannino

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Mannino

FL





Thomas McIlwain 
<t10ugger@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas McIlwain

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas McIlwain
PO Box 335
Masonville, CO 80541-0335





Thomas Meyer 
<thomas32492@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Meyer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Meyer
15 Klahanie View Ln
Port Angeles, WA 98363-8315





Thomas Moore 
<basil_1954@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Moore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Moore
15550 Kingfield Dr Apt 1202
Houston, TX 77084-6269





Thomas Nass 
<tom@sciline.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Nass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

Thomas O. Nass' Paraphrase and Enhancement of W.C. Lowdermilk's , U.S.
Dept of Agriculture 1948, "Conquest of the Land Through 7,000
Years" This Holy Earth

Thou shall inherit this Holy Earth as a Faithful Steward, respecting,
protecting and conserving its Environment, its Resources and its
Productivity for future generations.
Thou shall safeguard its Fields from erosion; its Soils and sub-Surface
from Chemical Saturation; its Waters, its Ground Waters and its Air
from Pollution and over-heating. Its Oceans from over fishing; its
Forests from desolation; its Mineral Resources from depletion; its
Hills from overgrazing by thy herds and its Creatures from extinction,
so that thy descendants may enjoy its abundance as once did thee.
As All Nations do share in the Ownership of this Holy Earth. Ergo, if
any Nation or its leaders should fail in the responsibilities of their
Stewardship, then all of thy Crop land shall become sterile ground with
wasting gullies; thy waters unfit to drink; thy air too thick to
breath; the meat of thy herds and thy flocks, as the spawn of thy
waters and thy oceans, unfit to eat. If any of the above should come to
pass, then thy descendants shall gradually diminish in their number and
eventually depart from off the face of this Holy Earth.
Why? Because thy insatiable Greed and thy ignorance of thy ignorance
shall have decreed it so.
And it will be thy insatiable Greed, if allowed to continue, that shall
eventually  take this Country down!

Thomas O. Nass, 5th Marine Division - WWII

www.sciline.com

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"



endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Nass
701 New York Ranch Rd
Jackson, CA 95642-9357



Thomas Pike 
<thpthree@iglou.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Pike

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to express major concerns regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. It covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Secondly, 50 years simply too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. There is no way for NiSource or the FWS to know
what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, will be
over a five decade period. It makes no sense to grant a permit to a
company to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the
future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in
terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host
of other factors.  The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or
15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Pike
30 River Hill Rd
Louisville, KY 40207-1189



Thomas Pilon 
<tpilon@twcny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Pilon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Pilon
4181 SR 104
New Haven, NY 13121





Thomas Pintagro 
<tjp1069@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Pintagro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Pintagro
8 Beverly Pl
Jamestown, NY 14701-3411





Thomas Rinard 
<tjrphoto@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Rinard

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Rinard
3405 Alta Vista Dr
Waco, TX 76706-4242





Thomas Russell 
<meshmar@gtcom.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Russell
10183 NW 2nd St
Bristol, FL 32321-3248





Thomas Sharbaugh 
<hguabrahs@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Sharbaugh

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Thomas Sharbaugh
45 Valley Rd
Lunenburg, MA 01462-1133





Thomas Sullivan 
<tsullivan79@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Sullivan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Sullivan
3467 Wilshire Pl NE
Minneapolis, MN 55418-1447





Thomas Thompson 
<thomas.pickle@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Thompson
24903 70th Ave E
Graham, WA 98338-7307





Thomas Warner 
<tom@alexanderpoole.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Warner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is. IN ADDITION IT SIMPLY SUPPORTS THE ONGOING ATHABASKA
OIL SANDS ENVIRONMENTAL CATASTROPHE.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Warner
2513 Brookview Rd
Castleton, NY 12033-3707





Thomas Wayne Smith 
<wayne@sciinsurance.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Wayne Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Wayne Smith
28021 Sarabande Ln Unit 1201
Santa Clarita, CA 91387-5439





Thomas Willette 
<willettethomas56@gma
il.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Willette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Willette
1035 Castlebury Dr Apt C
Greencastle, IN 46135-2435





Thomas Wilmore 
<twilmore888@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Wilmore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Wilmore
1102 Ruth Ave
Austin, TX 78757-2616





Thomas Wilson 
<tomw@aug.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Thomas Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Wilson
715 Queen Re
St Augustine, FL 32086-6539





Tia Simon 
<tia.40@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tia 
Simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several grave concerns and requests regarding
the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is far too big , covering
9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a
mile-wide corridor. This will negatively affect approximately 100
federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species, as well
as untold other species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several,
more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species, many of which only have a decade or two to recover,
if that. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be years
or decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, human population growth,
political atmospheres, wars, or a whole host of other factors. The
irresponsible strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account
for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are deeply inadequate - a
troubling fact. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 5 or 10
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, and for
overall biodiversity, based in independent and sound science, then
other corporations will be emboldened and encouraged to follow suit.

NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered species at
risk for too many years to be approved.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tia Simon
85 Barstow Rd
Gorham, ME 04038-2305





Tia Triplett 
<tia@anlf.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Tia 
Triplett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tia Triplett
4073 Bledsoe Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5429





Tiffanie Alexander 
<tiffaniealexander@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tiffanie Alexander

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Tiffanie Alexander
42672 Tavistock Dr
Belleville, MI 48111-8108





Tiffany Holmes 
<tcw_82@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Tiffany Holmes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tiffany Holmes
736 Taylor Dr
Folcroft, PA 19032-1521





Tiffany Naiman 
<tiffany.naiman@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Tiffany Naiman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Naiman
6068 Del Ray Ct
Riverside, CA 92506-2501





Tiffany Wong 
<destiffany88888@gmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Tiffany Wong

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Wong
2900 S Wells St
Chicago, IL 60616-2752





Tim Barrington 
<tim_barrington@hotmai
l.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Barrington

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Barrington
1487 W San Carlos St
San Jose, CA 95126-3273





Tim Baures 
<tbaures6@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Baures

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tim Baures
4501 Woodward Ave
Apt 316
Detroit, MI 48201-1889





Tim Calder 
<timmersaz@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Calder

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Calder
1226 W Hermosa Dr
Tempe, AZ 85282-4611





Tim Clarke 
<timclarke1@live.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Clarke

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Clarke
761 W. Aspen Drive
Kanab, UT 84741





Tim Hanson 
<timhans@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Hanson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Hanson
223 Strand St Apt F
Santa Monica, CA 90405-3428





Tim Kidd 
<t3kidd@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Kidd

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Kidd
PO Box 3786
Paradise, CA 95967-3786





tim lawson 
<laws6398@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to tim 
lawson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. tim lawson
2334 Black Oak Way
Ashland, OR 97520-3609





Tim Loos 
<tcloos2003@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Loos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Loos
616 Bayview Pt
Schaumburg, IL 60194-3604





Tim Martinson 
<tsmartinson@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Martinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Martinson
1017 Inspiration Way
Ventura, CA 93001-3080





Tim Meier 
<timeier1@juno.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Meier

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Meier
4033 Cherry St
Cincinnati, OH 45223-2506





Tim Miller 
<timmymiller@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Miller
1806 Thames St Apt 3
Baltimore, MD 21231-3535





Tim Newton 
<newton.tim@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tim 
Newton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Newton
306 Belvoir Ave
Chattanooga, TN 37411-5103





tim thompson 
<tomaltach2000@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to tim 
thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. tim thompson
2229 Mistletoe Blvd
Ft Worth, TX 76110-1131





Timm Tripp 
<timmtripp48@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Timm 
Tripp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timm Tripp
4874 Blakely Ave NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-2221





Timothy Callahan 
<bonolatm@pacbell.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Callahan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Callahan
3771 Alzada Rd
Altadena, CA 91001-3801





Timothy Franzen 
<timdee381@hughes.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Franzen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Franzen
381 Macedonia Church Rd
Vienna, GA 31092-8801





Timothy Kelley 
<kingofny@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Kelley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Kelley
PO Box 205
Treadwell, NY 13846-0205





Timothy Lawnicki 
<ngresonance@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Lawnicki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Lawnicki
20309 Thornlake Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715-1606





Timothy Post 
<tpost7@kc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Post

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Timothy Post
1108 NE Independence Ave
Lees Summit, MO 64086-5505





timothy price 
<timothy.price@valley.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
timothy price

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. timothy price
239 Indian Acres Rd
Fairlee, VT 05045-9478





Timothy Taylor 
<studebiker_2000@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Timothy Taylor
1178 Old Kincaid Rd
Colbert, GA 30628-2536





Timothy Troendle 
<mert36@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Troendle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Troendle
410 W 13th St
Newport, KY 41071-2319





Timothy Ulrey 
<tulrey@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Timothy Ulrey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Ulrey
4741 SE 34th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-3315





Tina Burris 
<tinacious6973@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Burris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Burris
237 Spartan Dr
Maitland, FL 32751-3430





Tina Bush 
<tinbush@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Bush

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

It is an outrage and I am tired of the oil and gas industry running
over the American public and destroying our land and creatures along
with polluting our air and water. As a taxpayer, say NO to oil and gas
and insist they instead put their billion dollar profits into
renewable, clean energy.

Sincerely,



Ms. Tina Bush
3704 Wayland Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76133-2924



Tina Carlson 
<tina.carlson@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Carlson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Don't wait until it is too late!

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Carlson
4131 Seadragon Ct Apt E
Great Lakes, IL 60088-1100





Tina Cole 
<likeprettyinpink@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Cole

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Cole
12943 Clifton Blvd Apt 403
Lakewood, OH 44107-1518





Tina Davis 
<tina@infoasis.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Davis
PO Box 303
Mill Valley, CA 94942-0303





Tina Desmarais 
<tina@nirvanafarm.org>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Desmarais

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Desmarais
879 Gray Rd
Plainfield, VT 05667-9050





tina horowitz 
<tinah53374@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to tina 
horowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. tina horowitz
4701 Pine St Apt M8
Philadelphia, PA 19143-7002





Tina Ilvonen 
<tilvonen@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Ilvonen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units. Several environmental
impact reports should be completed and reviewed prior to any approval
of any section of this plan.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Ilvonen
131 NE 54th St
Seattle, WA 98105-3730





Tina Johnston 
<trjohnsto@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Johnston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tina Johnston
3907 W Chestnut Ave
Altoona, PA 16601-1256





Tina Mizhir 
<tinamiz@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tina 
Mizhir

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Mizhir
9 N Pearl St
Port Chester, NY 10573-4122





Tish Cotter 
<chesterfielddavenport
@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Tish 
Cotter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tish Cotter
595 Main St
New York, NY 10044-0053





Todd Fisk 
<toddf99@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Fisk

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Fisk
10956 Caminito Cuesta
San Diego, CA 92131-3573





Todd Hauser 
<thpp@reachone.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Hauser

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved without considerable changes.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Hauser
PO Box 1611
Ocean Park, WA 98640-1611



Todd Loomis 
<loomis_todd@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Loomis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Loomis
901 Ash St
Broomfield, CO 80020-2603





Todd Miller 
<todd.miller@courtesan.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Miller
1231 Riverside Ave
Baltimore, MD 21230-4334





Todd Sagin 
<todsagin@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Sagin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Todd Sagin
1805 Hillcrest Rd
Glenside, PA 19038-7247





Todd Walker 
<twalker22@wi.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Walker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Todd Walker
517 Rawson Ct
South Milwaukee, WI 53172-2217





Todd Wolf 
<creatrdoc@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Todd 
Wolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

By the way who runs this country? The people? Our elected
representatives? Or the oil & gas industry?

Sincerely,

Dr. Todd Wolf
460 US Highway 46
Parsippany, NJ 07054-2301





Tom Beatini 
<tmpeasant@mindsprin
g.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Beatini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Beatini
22 Wierimus Rd
Hillsdale, NJ 07642-1040





Tom Blackburn 
<tiggerdean@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Blackburn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Blackburn
4812 SE 28th Ave Apt 298
Portland, OR 97202-4469





Tom Brown 
<broonesq@adelphia.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Brown
2506 Larchmont Ave
Santa Ana, CA 92706-2019





Tom Ciezki 
<happyloop72@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Ciezki

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Tom Ciezki
72 Taft Ave
Lancaster, NY 14086-1218





tom d'eri 
<deri_thom@bentley.ed
u>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to tom 
d'eri

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. tom d'eri
175 Forest St
Waltham, MA 02452-4713





Tom Finholt 
<neofinholt@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Finholt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Finholt
212 Timber Wind Dr
Wildwood, MO 63011-1961





Tom Hoffman 
<gopullman@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Hoffman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Hoffman
135 Davis Ln
Pearisburg, VA 24134-2187





Tom Keenan 
<grssrts09@imaxmail.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Keenan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Keenan
1415 E McFarland Ave
Coeur D Alene, ID 83814-4876





Tom Koster 
<tomruxton@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Koster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Koster
50 W 72nd St
Apt 405
New York, NY 10023-4253





Tom Nicholson 
<jzr56@comcast.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Nicholson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan is Inadequate

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I need to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Fifty years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tom Nicholson
2012 Timberline Ln
Petaluma, CA 94954-1840





Tom Peil 
<tompeil@opendoor.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Peil

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

Please do the right thing and protect our environment.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Peil
PO Box 3395
Ashland, OR 97520-0314





Tom Phillips 
<tphil47@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Phillips

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Phillips
1035 Knollwood Ln
Bartlett, IL 60103-4406





Tom Ramos 
<tcramos66@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Ramos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Ramos
4206 N 38th St Apt 8
Phoenix, AZ 85018-4836





tom simonian 
<tom@tomthump.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to tom 
simonian

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. tom simonian
3343 22nd St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3066





Tom Wood 
<twood43732@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Tom 
Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Wood
3697 Wilshire Rd
Memphis, TN 38111-6545





Tom & Mary Thompson 
<maryarps@frontiernet.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Tom 
& Mary Thompson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tom & Mary Thompson
1370 White Lake Dr
Duluth, MN 55803-9712





Toni Anne Leach 
<gothicwitch40@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Toni 
Anne Leach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Anne Leach
920 Forest Ave SW
Canton, OH 44710-1991





Toni Binion 
<godzillagirl66@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Toni 
Binion

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Binion
13135 NE 139th St
Kirkland, WA 98034-2320





Toni Kimball 
<2005nfg@sbcglobal.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Toni 
Kimball

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Toni Kimball
2450 N Park Blvd
Santa Ana, CA 92706-1642





Toni Lubka 
<clairemond@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Toni 
Lubka

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Lubka
3010 New Hope Rd
Hendersonville, TN 37075-8454





Toni Thomas 
<blackjack1976@msn.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Toni 
Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Thomas
1000 N Camino Cordon
Tucson, AZ 85748-2073





Tonia Christensen 
<chancesmom@mail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tonia 
Christensen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tonia Christensen
PO Box 19536
Miami, FL 33101-9536





Tony Girolami 
<tonyggir@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Tony 
Girolami

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Girolami
5516 105th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98033-7405





Tony Helm 
<1wisewolf@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tony 
Helm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Helm
901 Sara Ct Apt 95
Vacaville, CA 95687-6264





Tony Ippolito 
<ajjippolito@netscape.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tony 
Ippolito

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Ippolito
4055 Rickenbacker Dr NE Apt A
Atlanta, GA 30342-3762





Tony Marra 
<tonytke@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Tony 
Marra

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Marra
42 Terrapin Trl
Crawfordville, FL 32327-4505





Tony Perry 
<tonypsupersport@att.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tony 
Perry

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Tony Perry
2571 W 136th Ct
Crown Point, IN 46307-5274





Tony Witlin 
<tony.fla@tampabay.rr.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Tony 
Witlin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Witlin
6079 Bayou Grande Blvd NE
Saint Petersburg, FL 33703-1801





Tonya Degance 
<tonyadegance@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Tonya 
Degance

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tonya Degance
248 Market St
Venice, CA 90291-3720





Toufigh Gordi 
<tgordi@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Toufigh Gordi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Toufigh Gordi
35 Northam Ave
San Carlos, CA 94070-1844





Toula Siacotos 
<toulas@sbcglobal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Toula 
Siacotos

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toula Siacotos
441 High St
Point Richmond, CA 94801-3752





Tracee Metterle 
<ladyinblacktpa@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Tracee Metterle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracee Metterle
10910 West Rd
Houston, TX 77064-7090





Tracey Monroe 
<lantytracey@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Tracey Monroe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tracey Monroe
3146 Dorchester Way Apt 6
Madison, WI 53719-4325





Traci Erickson 
<terickson@uaschools.o
rg>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Traci 
Erickson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Traci Erickson
335 E Longview Ave
Columbus, OH 43202-1256





Tracy Blount 
<tabmt@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tracy 
Blount

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Blount
4920 King Solomon Dr
Annandale, VA 22003-4044





Tracy Boykin 
<tralfcilfy@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Tracy 
Boykin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Boykin
3018 S Kearney St
Denver, CO 80222-7027





Tracy Brock 
<tcybrk@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Tracy 
Brock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Brock
4015 David Rd
Madison, WI 53704-2807





Tracy Ford 
<tmford625@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tracy 
Ford

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tracy Ford
5 Little Cir
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648-2006





Tracy Foster 
<tarzafeen@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tracy 
Foster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be completed correctly. Currently, it covers 9.8 million
acres in 14 states over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide
corridor, and may affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered,
threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned
into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species: It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Tracy Foster
290 Steelmanville Rd
Egg Harbor Township, NJ 08234-7806





Tracy Hasenkamp 
<troo0071@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tracy 
Hasenkamp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tracy Hasenkamp
834 NE 86th St
Seattle, WA 98115-3034





tracy mitchell  
<mitchell.tracy@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to tracy 
mitchell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. tracy mitchell
107 Park Ave Apt M
Somerset, KY 42501-1775





Tram pham 
<tram.pham@wk.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to Tram 
pham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tram pham
224 NW 13th Ave
Portland, OR 97209-2920





Travis Johansen 
<travis@gazonks.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Travis 
Johansen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Travis Johansen
311 Stratford Pl Apt 23
Bloomingdale, IL 60108-2384





Travis Money 
<tmoney14424@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Travis 
Money

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Travis Money
39 Coach St
Canandaigua, NY 14424-1504





Travis Smith 
<smithinc22@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Travis 
Smith

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Travis Smith
30951 Hanover Ln
Menifee, CA 92584-6629





Trent Buckman 
<doctorrhino@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Trent 
Buckman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Trent Buckman
3010 Cadencia St
Carlsbad, CA 92009-8307





Trevor Ycas 
<trevycas@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Trevor Ycas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Trevor Ycas
718 E 8th Ave
Durango, CO 81301-5534





Tricia Kob 
<tckkob@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Tricia 
Kob

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tricia Kob
1918 Leicester Way
Fort Collins, CO 80526-1205





Trilby Dickson 
<trilby_dave@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Trilby 
Dickson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Trilby Dickson
11502 Bonham Ln
Austin, TX 78736-6526





Trina Bodine 
<wanishin@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Trina 
Bodine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Trina Bodine
918 Wedgewood Dr
Copperas Cove, TX 76522-7653





Trina McCormick 
<trinamcc@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Trina 
McCormick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trina McCormick
1345 Springbank Rd
Kingstree, SC 29556-5396





Trish Booth Pieterse  
<ghostponygallery@gm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Trish 
Booth Pieterse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Trish Booth Pieterse
1634 SR 76
Truchas, NM 87578





Trish Davis 
<msmoomoo@earthlink.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Trish 
Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trish Davis
2620 N Carr St
Tacoma, WA 98403-3020





Trish Stevens 
<aquila@uninets.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Trish 
Stevens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trish Stevens
142 N Dixmont Rd
Troy, ME 04987-3036





Trisha Sherman 
<trishajason705@aol.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Trisha 
Sherman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Trisha Sherman
35 Rock Ave
Danielson, CT 06239-1426





Tristan Jones 
<pjones@knox.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Tristan Jones

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tristan Jones
2 E South St
Galesburg, IL 61401-4938





Trond Nilsen 
<xorgnz@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Trond 
Nilsen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Trond Nilsen
5523 Woodlawn Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103-5937





Troy Brookins 
<tbrookins@nyc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Troy 
Brookins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Troy Brookins
235 Eckford St Apt 3l
Brooklyn, NY 11222-2929





Troy Leutz 
<t_leutz@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Troy 
Leutz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Troy Leutz
810 N East Ave
Jackson, MI 49202-3425





Trudi Gopie 
<trudigopie@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Trudi 
Gopie

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Trudi Gopie

OR 97214-3200





Tucker Thomas 
<rigginsott@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Tucker Thomas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tucker Thomas
224 Sullivan Way
Ewing, NJ 08628-3410





Tui Hitchcock 
<hitchcock@nettally.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Tui 
Hitchcock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tui Hitchcock
1268 Cedar Center Dr
Tallahassee, FL 32301-4876





Twila Friberg 
<toffee1@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Twila 
Friberg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Twila Friberg
715 S Davis
McMinnville, OR 97128-6408





tye block 
<tabdolphins@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to tye 
block

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. tye block
PO Box 39254
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33339-9254





Tyler Broadwell 
<weasley24@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tyler 
Broadwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tyler Broadwell
742 3rd St N
Sartell, MN 56377-1747





Tyler D Morris 
<kb3pof@gmail.com>

11/18/2011 10:22 PM

To: <permitsR3ES@fws.gov>
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.
First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be done right. Currently, it 
covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile‐wide corridor, and may 
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and candidate species. The plan needs 
to be partitioned into several, more geographically and ecologically cohesive units.
Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species. It is impossible for either 
NiSource or the FWS to know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be 
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to harm or kill endangered species 
half a century into the future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of 
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other factors. Moreover, the strategies 
that NiSource and FWS have proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are 
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.
The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all, needs to be done right. This HCP will 
pave the way for other large‐scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in terms of 
geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved without adequate analysis and protective 
measures for species, then other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.
In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big and puts too many endangered 
species at risk for too many years to be approved as is.
Sincerely,
Tyler D. Morris



TYLER JENSEN 
<tyler_jensen@msn.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
TYLER JENSEN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. TYLER JENSEN
NONDISCLOSED
ND, CA 92101





Tyler Woodruff 
<tylerxxlovex3@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Tyler 
Woodruff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tyler Woodruff
359 Sprucewood Ave
Oak Park, CA 91377-1229





Tyrol Ehlers 
<tyehlers@windstream.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Tyrol 
Ehlers

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tyrol Ehlers
5641 S 72nd St
Lincoln, NE 68516-6300





"T. Keith Dix" 
<tkeithdix@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to "T. 
Keith Dix"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. T. Keith Dix
201 Pendleton Dr
Athens, GA 30606-1646





Ulla Schmid 
<ulla@foodforall.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to Ulla 
Schmid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ulla Schmid
Niebuhrstr. 57c
Berlin, None 10629





Uma Malcolm 
<umamalcolm@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Uma 
Malcolm

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Uma Malcolm
2320 NE Brower Rd
Corbett, OR 97019-9775





Urmila Padmanabhan 
<urmila26@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Urmila Padmanabhan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Urmila Padmanabhan
42629 Queens Park Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3946





Ursula Dicks 
<realtorud@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Ursula Dicks

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ursula Dicks
28795 Outram St
Easton, MD 21601-8393





Val Crowley 
<vckitty@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to Val 
Crowley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Val Crowley
8095 Birch St
Taylor, MI 48180-2309





Val Leonardi 
<valleonardi@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Val 
Leonardi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Val Leonardi
3053 Kenwood Blvd
Toledo, OH 43606-3109





Valarie Logan 
<cosmicgirl1us@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Valarie Logan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valarie Logan
2005 SE 3rd St
Corvallis, OR 97333-1727





Valerian Chyle 
<vchyle@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Valerian Chyle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Valerian Chyle
607 W Water St
Kerrville, TX 78028-4160





Valerie Brady Rongey 
<valerina@upanatm.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Brady Rongey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Brady Rongey
304 S Conklin Rd
Spokane Valley, WA 99037-8984





Valerie Gaster 
<val.gaster@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Gaster

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Gaster
7952 W 79th St
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-7958





Valerie Gondolfo 
<vgondolfo@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Gondolfo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Gondolfo
4967 S Las Mananitas Trl
Gold Canyon, AZ 85118-1853





Valerie Hildebrand 
<vintgal009@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Hildebrand

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Hildebrand
Marioncliff Drive
Parma, OH 44134-3464





valerie ihara 
<valerieihara@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
valerie ihara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. valerie ihara
705 E Hamlin Ln
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-6376





Valerie Lukens 
<vlukens@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Lukens

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Lukens
35312 N Newport Hwy Trlr 1
Chattaroy, WA 99003-9798





Valerie Noe 
<nnova611@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Noe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Noe
2112 Matagorda Dr
Portland, TX 78374-2719





Valerie Raskin 
<malonma@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Raskin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Raskin
1455 Kearny St
San Francisco, CA 94133-3404





Valerie Rose 
<valerieroseis@hotmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Rose

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Rose
2088 Sycamore Rd
Fillmore, CA 93015-9635





Valerie Schur 
<saffychan@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Schur

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Valerie Schur
12035 Greenwood Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133-8129





Valerie Sherrill  
<valusa2@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Valerie Sherrill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Valerie Sherrill
6910 Glendale Ave
Boardman, OH 44512-4549





Valerya Gurevich 
<valerya@sbcglobal.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Valerya Gurevich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerya Gurevich
7260 Hillside Ave Unit 307
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2345





Van Collinsworth 
<savefanita@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Van 
Collinsworth

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Van Collinsworth
9222 Lake Canyon Rd
Santee, CA 92071-1050





Vana Luane Spear 
<vanaluane@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Vana 
Luane Spear

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vana Luane Spear
6712 11th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117-5213





Vanessa Avara 
<prairiewind56@aim.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Vanessa Avara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vanessa Avara
711 Canfield Dr
Manhattan, KS 66502-3631





Vanessa Giannini 
<vanessagiannini@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Vanessa Giannini

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Vanessa Giannini
3902 Berenice Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90031-1617





Vanessa Howle 
<vhowle@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vanessa Howle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Vanessa Howle
6711 Surratts Rd
Clinton, MD 20735-3338





Vaughan Greene 
<vaughan@fireflyclay.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
Vaughan Greene

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vaughan Greene
217 Walton Rose Ln
Inlet Beach, FL 32413-7249





Vaughn Anderson 
<vna@tampabay.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vaughn Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Your actions must be for the COMMON good not a profit for the few (the
rich).

Sincerely,

Mr. Vaughn Anderson
6205 Shoreline Dr



Apt 1101
St Petersburg, FL 33708-4502



Vaughn Fortier-Shultz 
<moosemanxl@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vaughn Fortier-Shultz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vaughn Fortier-Shultz
1211 Vitalia St
Santa Fe, NM 87505-3221





Velda Murillo 
<veldamon@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Velda 
Murillo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Velda Murillo
5804 Diamond Oaks Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93306-2426





Velva Kline 
<vkline@uark.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Velva 
Kline

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Velva Kline
2400 S Ed Edwards Rd
Fayetteville, AR 72701-0704





Venis White 
<venis.white@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Venis 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Venis White
8851 Lowell Way
Westminster, CO 80031-3556





Venkat Vedam 
<vedam.venkat@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Venkat Vedam

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Venkat Vedam
19 Village Hill Ln Apt 8
Natick, MA 01760-5732





Verla Johansson 
<verla@umn.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Verla 
Johansson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Verla Johansson
29937 S Nicaboyne Lake Rd
Webb Lake, WI 54830-9242





Vernetta Mullins 
<vernettam@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Vernetta Mullins

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vernetta Mullins
11222 Elmfield Dr
Tampa, FL 33625-5704





Veronica Hayes 
<veronicalhayes@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Veronica Hayes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Veronica Hayes
242 W Chesterfield St
Ferndale, MI 48220-2428





Veronica Herrera 
<bonequinha_v@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Veronica Herrera

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Veronica Herrera

CA





Veronica Varner 
<ronnisails@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Veronica Varner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Veronica Varner
536 Valleywood Rd
Millersville, MD 21108-1615





Vesper White 
<iamvesper@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vesper White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vesper White
33770 SE Melody Ln
Corvallis, OR 97333-2327





Vic Anderson 
<sixt2ndpatriot@hushm
ail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Vic 
Anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

STRENGTHEN E.S.A., INSTEAD!

Sincerely,

Mr. Vic Anderson
1999 Bradbury Rd
Winter Haven, FL 33880-5225





Vicki Berg 
<vlberg1@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Vicki 
Berg

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Berg
81583 Avenida Santiago
Indio, CA 92203-7725





Vicki Bridges 
<vjbridges48@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Vicki 
Bridges

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Bridges
6714 Trevi Ct
Oklahoma City, OK 73116-2604





Vicki Grunwald 
<vicki@grunwalds.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Vicki 
Grunwald

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vicki Grunwald
7140 Sunnyside Dr
Brooksville, FL 34601-5636





vicki guenter 
<vickiguenter@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to vicki 
guenter

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. vicki guenter
6441 Platte Ave
Lincoln, NE 68507-1362





Vicki Hedrick 
<vikij5@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Vicki 
Hedrick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vicki Hedrick
13901 Oak Dr
Carlinville, IL 62626-2096





vicki martin anderson 
<gurlcatrider@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to vicki 
martin anderson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

WE ALL KNOW THE WAY PEOPLE ARE. THERE IS NO WAY ON EARTH THAT THIS PLAN
WILL BE FOLLOWED THE WAY IT NEEDS TO BE OR MONITORED SUFFICIENTLY

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. vicki martin anderson
4066 Triggerfish Dr



Hernando Beach, FL 34607-3665



Vicki Tripoli 
<vtrip_23@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to Vicki 
Tripoli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Vicki Tripoli
690 Spring Creek Dr
Ashland, OR 97520-1455





Vickie Brown 
<katzmajic11@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Vickie 
Brown

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vickie Brown
310 E Hallie St Apt A
Floydada, TX 79235-4049





Vickie Corum 
<vic9160c@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Vickie 
Corum

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Vickie Corum
102 Pine Cone Dr
Stoneville, NC 27048-8716





vickie fink 
<vickie@bluethumbservi
ces.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to vickie 
fink

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. vickie fink
2346 W Shaw Butte Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85029-3435





Vickie Rozell 
<veekay@planeteria.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Vickie 
Rozell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vickie Rozell
1603 Hess Rd Apt 3
Redwood City, CA 94061-3136





Vickie Wagner 
<o2travel2@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Vickie 
Wagner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vickie Wagner
6707 Martin Rd
Three Oaks, MI 49128-9559





Vicky Holman 
<vh24931@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Vicky 
Holman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicky Holman
24931 N Carmel Hills Dr
Carmel, CA 93923-8303





vicky tindall 
<morrison1964@hotmail
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to vicky 
tindall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. vicky tindall
109 S 1st St
Caseyville, IL 62232-1501





vicky tsoi 
<everfree@ucla.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to vicky 
tsoi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss vicky tsoi
2911 Colorado Ave Apt A
Santa Monica, CA 90404-6877





"Victor C. Myers" 
<myersv@missouri.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"Victor C. Myers"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I would like to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply too big to be
done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over
15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered
species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to know what
the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may be
decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company to
harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when no
one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of climate
change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor C. Myers
4508 Mexico Gravel Rd
Columbia, MO 65202-3412





Victor Edelstein 
<vicedel1@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Edelstein

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Edelstein
3 Anders Ln
Pomona, NY 10970-3407





Victor Martelle 
<victormartelle@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Martelle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Martelle
36 Cypress St
Providence, RI 02906-1811





Victor Nahmias 
<vnahmias@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Nahmias

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Nahmias
3647 Kalsman Dr Unit 1
Los Angeles, CA 90016-4447





Victor Paglia 
<vic_paglia@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Paglia

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Paglia
35 W Hook Rd
Hopewell Jct, NY 12533-6450





Victor Pavlovic 
<victorpavlovic@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Pavlovic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Pavlovic
6630 Ovington Ave
Cleveland, OH 44127-1911





Victor Stuhl 
<vstuhl@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Stuhl

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Stuhl
9906 58th Ave
Corona, NY 11368-3714





Victor Williams 
<pangaea@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Victor 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Victor Williams
4141 Rose Hill Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45229-1422





Victoria bejarano 
<bejarano_victoria@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Victoria bejarano

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria bejarano
1008 Woodland Dr
Bedford, TX 76022-7118





Victoria Cooper 
<victoriastl@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Victoria Cooper

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Cooper
221 Kerruish Pl
Saint Louis, MO 63119-3001





Victoria Hall 
<diamantedelcorvo@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Victoria Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Hall
23 Pine St
Manchester, NH 03103-6232





Victoria Ireland 
<irelandglassworks@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Victoria Ireland

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Ireland
20913 Brooke Knolls Rd
Gaithersburg, MD 20882-4318





Victoria Olson 
<victoriao@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Victoria Olson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Victoria Olson
1816 SW 11th St
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312-3208





Vida Bossinas 
<vida@roadrunner.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Vida 
Bossinas

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vida Bossinas
12338 Hillcrest Dr
Chesterland, OH 44026-2313





Vilma White 
<vilma92563@cs.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Vilma 
White

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vilma White
31463 Britton Cir
Temecula, CA 92591-2121





Vincent Campanaro 
<vincent.campanaro@g
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Vincent Campanaro

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Campanaro
61 Klein Dr
Yardville, NJ 08620-9414





Vincent DiTizio 
<ditizfam@si.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vincent DiTizio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent DiTizio
233 Ilyssa Way
Staten Island, NY 10312-1381





vincent fonseca 
<sep3005-dncr@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
vincent fonseca

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. vincent fonseca
107 W Ashby Pl
San Antonio, TX 78212-5839





Vincent Gormley 
<vinnygormley@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vincent Gormley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Gormley
835 S Main Ave Apt 4
Sioux Falls, SD 57104-4921





vinny and sandi 
vanacore 
<vjvj@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to vinny 
and sandi vanacore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

WE, THE PEOPLE, ARE FED UP WITH LOBBYISTS REPRESENTING LARGE
CORPORATIONS PROMISING JOBS, AFTER RETIREMENT FROM PUBLIC SERVICE TO
STAFFERS OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, IN ORDER TO WRITE LEGISLATION
PROFITING THEM THAT CONGRESS PASSES!!!!!!!!! THIS INFLUENCE THAT IS
PURCHASED AT THE EXPENSE OF WHAT IS BEST FOR OUR COUNTRY MUST BE
STOPPED!!!!!!!!!! WE MUST PROTECT OUR ENVIRONMENT AND ALL LIVINGS
THINGS GOD CREATED IN OUR BALANCED WORLD IN ORDER FOR ALL TO SURVIVE AS
EACH IS A LINK IN A CONNECTED CHAIN!!!!!!!!!

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be



approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. vinny and sandi vanacore
77 Blazer Pl
Monterey, TN 38574-7296



Violet Wallach 
<vwallach@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Violet 
Wallach

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Violet Wallach
355 25th St
Santa Monica, CA 90402-2521





Virgiia caraway 
<dsisupportersinc@aol.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to Virgiia 
caraway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virgiia caraway
PO Box 15334
Fernandina, FL 32035-3106





Virginia bailey 
<michael945@verizon.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Virginia bailey
244 West St
Mansfield, MA 02048-1201





Virginia Black 
<mommaduck123@hot
mail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Black

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Virginia Black
1702 Bloomfield Rd
Charlotte Court House, VA 23923-2905





Virginia Clark 
<vfclark@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Clark

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Virginia Clark
2423 E North Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85028-3727





Virginia Davis 
<ginny1218@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Davis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Davis
17721 NE 156th St
Woodinville, WA 98072-6505





Virginia Fay 
<gini21172@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Fay

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Virginia Fay
70 Merchants Rd
Rochester, NY 14609-7801





Virginia Johnson 
<va4.johnson@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

We can not afford to be careless in our treatment of the environment.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Johnson
1620 Gladden St
Columbia, SC 29205-1246





Virginia Leibowitz 
<vg1818@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Leibowitz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Leibowitz
457 Fdr Dr Apt 307
New York, NY 10002-5929





Virginia Lowery 
<vlowery@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Lowery

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Lowery
Kensington Ave
Jersey City, NJ 07304





Virginia Robertson 
<xafrn@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Robertson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Virginia Robertson
13203 W Prospect Dr
Sun City West, AZ 85375-4838





Virginia Sharkey 
<v.sharkey@sbcglobal.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Sharkey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Sharkey

CA





Virginia Snider 
<vmsnider@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Snider

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Snider
24 Scott Dr
Williamsville, NY 14221-6830





Virginia Winston 
<virginia@winstongarde
ns.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Virginia Winston

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Winston
1121
Martinsburg, WV 25404





Vivian Blau 
<vivian_k_2002@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Vivian 
Blau

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vivian Blau
3399 S Patton Way
Denver, CO 80236-2404





Vivian Borroto 
<vborroto@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Vivian 
Borroto

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vivian Borroto
9051 SW 18th St
Miramar, FL 33025-7618





Vivian Kincheloe 
<vkincheloe@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Vivian 
Kincheloe

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Miss Vivian Kincheloe
5442 Bradford Ct
Apt 241
Alexandria, VA 22311-5442





vivian lombardozzi  
<star999@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to vivian 
lombardozzi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. vivian lombardozzi
119 West Ave
Hicksville, NY 11801-4637





Vivian McNamara 
<tamo.js@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Vivian 
McNamara

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vivian McNamara
10550 Western Ave Spc 33
Stanton, CA 90680-4409





Vivian Newman 
<newviv@roadrunner.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to Vivian 
Newman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vivian Newman
PO Box 388
South Thomaston, ME 04858-0388





Vivian Valdmanis 
<v.valdma@usp.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Vivian 
Valdmanis

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Vivian Valdmanis
4429 Sansom St
Philadelphia, PA 19104-7402





Vivianne Nantel 
<artistvivi@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Vivianne Nantel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vivianne Nantel
200 Stuyvesant Dr
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1144





Vreni rod 
<vreni3@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Vreni 
rod

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vreni rod
purdy ave
rye, NY 10580





Vu Nguyen 
<universalcitizens@yah
oo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to Vu 
Nguyen

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

Please continue to strengthen and advance the Clean Environment Acts by
including necessary or beneficial health and environment suggestions or
comments from the communities to enhance and strengthen agencies such
as State, Interiors and EPA departments capabilities to monitor,
manage, regulate, enforce and advance environment protection,
regulation and enforcement.

And please continue to advance and enforce environment care, funds and
standards to protect, conserve or revive the environment, biodiversity
and humanity (and sentience) common habitat to advance the common and
greater good and the well being of life supporting eco-systems and
global communities.

Thank you for your empathy and efforts.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vu Nguyen
18415 Fairwood Meadow Ct
Houston, TX 77084-1996



W H Wolverton 
<canyonratbw@scintern
et.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to W H 
Wolverton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I have several concerns and requests regarding the NiSource Habitat
Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan is simply too big
to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states,
over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may affect
approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. W H Wolverton
PO Box 393
Escalante, UT 84726-0393





W Meisinger 
<wrmeisinger@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to W 
Meisinger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

W Meisinger
PO Box 1535
E Arlington, MA 02474-0023





W MICHAEL NEILSON 
<wneilson99@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to W 
MICHAEL NEILSON

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. W MICHAEL NEILSON
PO Box 614
Frederick, CO 80530-0614





W Shafer 
<washafer@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to W 
Shafer

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. W Shafer
350 S County Rd
Palm Beach, FL 33480-4481





Wade Johnson 
<yammi@q.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Wade 
Johnson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

Let's not put short term profits ahead of long term consequences.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wade Johnson
4720 13th Ave S
Minneapolis, MN 55407-3558





Wade Russell 
<waderussell@gmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Wade 
Russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wade Russell
107 Bob Estes Cv
Round Rock, TX 78664-4028





Wade Williams 
<decowade@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Wade 
Williams

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wade Williams
10905 Hackney Dr
Riverview, FL 33578-4457





Walker Everette 
<hairdryerdog@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Walker Everette

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Walker Everette
13 Cornelison Ave
Nyack, NY 10960-4614





Wally Longshore 
<1009sage@sbcglobal.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Wally 
Longshore

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wally Longshore
3993 10th St Apt 1009
Riverside, CA 92501-3551





Walt Carr 
<wcarr@cox.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to Walt 
Carr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walt Carr
1447 E Purdue Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85020-2243





Walt Terrell 
<wdjscarsdale@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to Walt 
Terrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walt Terrell
830 Hollywood Ave
Bronx, NY 10465-2306





Walter battistella  
<walter.battistella@oracl
e.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
Walter battistella

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Walter battistella
982 Alpine Ter
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-1784





Walter Bock 
<wb4@columbia.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
Walter Bock

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Bock
114 Hudson Ave
Tenafly, NJ 07670-1004





Walter Kleine 
<wkleine@netwizards.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Walter Kleine

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Kleine
3267 Hollis St
# 14
Oakland, CA 94608-4140





Walter Pelton 
<walter@fft.to>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Walter Pelton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Pelton
1252 Tea Rose Cir
San Jose, CA 95131-3559





Walter Prochowski  
<waltpro@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Walter Prochowski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Prochowski
32273 Iron Court
Westland, MI 48186





Wanda Burns 
<wbjams@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Wanda Burns

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Wanda Burns
park ave
Freehold, NJ 07728-2357





Wanda Crockett 
<wacrockett@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wanda Crockett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is totally inappropriate to grant a permit to a
company to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the
future, when no one knows what the status of those species may be in
terms of climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host
of other factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have
proposed to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are
simply inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or
15 years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wanda Crockett
9500 Gadwell Ter
Chesterfield, VA 23838-5215





Wanda Pettus 
<wpettus@sc.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Wanda Pettus

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wanda Pettus
145 Vonda Kay Cir
Lexington, SC 29072-9681





Wanda Winkler 
<wanda@crystalriver-re
alty.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Wanda Winkler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Wanda Winkler
9530 Hageman Rd
# B198
Bakersfield, CA 93312-3959





Warren Faure 
<mwfaure@optonline.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Warren Faure

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Faure
871 Sherwood Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-1320





Warren Metzger 
<wmetzgerusa@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Warren Metzger

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Metzger
W331s8110 James Dr
Mukwonago, WI 53149-9375





Wayne Flick 
<waflick@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Wayne Flick

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Flick
470 Balsam Rd
Cimarron, CO 81220-9570





Wayne Foote 
<union3man@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wayne Foote

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

When will we stand and say that the assault on Mother Nature, and her
beautiful and diverse animals, must cease. Whan will enough be enough
??? I hope it's before we step over the edge.

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Foote
40 Briaroot Dr



Smithtown, NY 11787-4933



Wayne Gibb 
<wdgibb@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Wayne Gibb

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Gibb
8690 Trenton Rd
Forestville, CA 95436-9657





Wayne Knapp 
<littlebigmind@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Wayne Knapp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Knapp
74 W 92nd St Apt 22d
New York, NY 10025-7675





Wayne Poulin 
<s2bf@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Wayne Poulin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Wayne Poulin
3320 Tumblewood Trl
San Antonio, TX 78247-2838





Wayne Steffes 
<camerashy@shasta.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Wayne Steffes

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Steffes
2187 Wisconsin Ave
Redding, CA 96001-2906





weldon bourdic 
<wbourdic@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
weldon bourdic

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. weldon bourdic
PO Box 1145
Sun Valley, ID 83353-1145





Wenda Friesner 
<wendafriesner@gmail.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wenda Friesner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wenda Friesner
7499 Donohue Dr Apt 5
Dublin, CA 94568-2458





Wendy Brubaker 
<wendybru@earthlink.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Brubaker

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Brubaker
2814 Roosevelt Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-1540





Wendy Gish 
<wendy.e.gish@disney.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Gish

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Gish
PO Box 00001
Glendale, CA 91209-0001





Wendy Li 
<mswendyli@aol.com>

12/13/2011 07:10 PM
Please respond to 
mswendyli

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit

I am writing regarding the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

The NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permits are too big 
to be done responsibly and in keeping with the spirit of the Endangered 
Species Act. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14 states, over 15,000 
miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and impacts 75 federally listed 
endangered, threatened species. If you include candidate species, that number 
rises to as many as 100. 

If it goes forward, the plan needs to be partitioned into several, more 
geographically and ecologically cohesive units and it needs to factor the 
likely increase in gas drilling in the project area.

Further, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take" endangered species.  
Neither FWS or NiSource are able to accurately estimate species status 50 
years into the future. Climate change, White Nose Syndrome, and other threats 
require that the plan be re-analyzed at least every decade to have effective 
mitigation.

This plan would almost certainly set a precedent for future decisions and 
needs to be crafted with that in mind. Written as-is it puts too many species 
at risk for far too long to be approved.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Wendy Li
8885 18th Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11214



Wendy McGowan 
<ramblin@rosenet.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy McGowan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy McGowan
3189 Admiral St
Eugene, OR 97404-1718





Wendy Miller 
<mewendy@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Miller

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Wendy Miller
2100 Meadow Brook Dr
Round Rock, TX 78664-2332





Wendy Paul 
<wendynpaul@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Paul

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Paul
11432 Cromwell Ct
Dallas, TX 75229-2532





Wendy Rosenfeld 
<houseofhats@sbcglob
al.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Rosenfeld

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Rosenfeld
4924 Tujunga Ave Apt 7
N Hollywood, CA 91601-4464





wendy russell 
<rendywussell@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
wendy russell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. wendy russell
2155 Richards Ave
Idaho Falls, ID 83404-6336





Wendy Sax 
<wendysax@rcn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Sax

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Sax
243 W 70th St
New York, NY 10023-4318





Wendy Vee 
<sunnyfox@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Wendy Vee

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Vee
W Ball Rd
Anaheim, CA 92802





Werner Lind 
<wlind@bluefield.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Werner Lind

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Werner Lind
812 Virginia Ave
Bluefield, VA 24605-1514





werner maile 
<maile99@verizon.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
werner maile

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. werner maile
801 W Richmondville Rd
Cobleskill, NY 12043-6913





Wes Holing 
<wes.holing@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Wes 
Holing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wes Holing
1661 11th St
Oakland, CA 94607-1444





Wesley Duran 
<wes_duran@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wesley Duran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Wesley Duran
PO Box 91
Twin Lakes, CO 81251-0091





WESLEY HORN 
<wesley2@surewest.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
WESLEY HORN

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. WESLEY HORN
7412 Pratt Ave
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-2016





Wesley Wolf 
<cweswolf@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
Wesley Wolf

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wesley Wolf
77 Waterview Ct
Lake Barrington, IL 60010-3893





Whit Scott 
<whinnfjord@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to Whit 
Scott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Whit Scott
301 Pebble Springs Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-5226





Whitney Hines 
<whitneyhines@earthlin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Whitney Hines

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Whitney Hines
7715 Overlake Dr W
Medina, WA 98039-4732





Whitney Purdy 
<whitneyp@sympatico.c
a>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
Whitney Purdy

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Whitney Purdy
44951 County Route 191
Wellesley Island, NY 13640





Wiene Frans 
<wienefrans@g.mail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Wiene 
Frans

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wiene Frans
135 Calumet Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2028





Wilhelm Strateff  
<sherrybill@verizon.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wilhelm Strateff

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Wilhelm Strateff
11425 80th Ave
Seminole, FL 33772-4604





will roush 
<will@whiteriverwild.org
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to will 
roush

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. will roush
710 Castle Creek Dr
Aspen, CO 81611-1138





Will Spangler 
<relgnaps@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Will 
Spangler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Will Spangler
565 Jack Pine Ct
Boulder, CO 80304-1711





Will Varley 
<karvar@rockisland.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to Will 
Varley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Will Varley
432 Pinneo Rd
Eastsound, WA 98245-9380





Willa O'Connor 
<willavan.oconnor227@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Willa 
O'Connor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Willa O'Connor
227 Cambridge Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1119





William 'Skip' Dykoski 
<skipdykoski@usfamily.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
William 'Skip' Dykoski

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William 'Skip' Dykoski
890 9th Ave NW
New Brighton, MN 55112-2662





William Acord 
<okiebill@hotmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Acord

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Acord
5649 Chalet Forest Dr
Saint Louis, MO 63129-4103





William Aenlle 
<willyaenlle@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
William Aenlle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Aenlle
573 Alameda St
Altadena, CA 91001-3055





William and Clarita  
Nolan 
<celliam.nol@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William and Clarita 
Nolan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William and Clarita Nolan
9889 Gary Dr
Browns Valley, CA 95918-9640





William Bailey 
<wby_98@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Bailey

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Bailey
1168 Watson St
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150-5806





William Baird 
<wrbjb@wavecable.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Baird

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Baird
1951 Journeys End Ln
Camano Island, WA 98282-8376





William Barrett  
<wmdbarrett@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Barrett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Barrett
2413 Drexel St
Vienna, VA 22180-6903





William Beardsley 
<elwood1946@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Beardsley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

I am so tired of greed and corruption.  Protect our enviornment!

Sincerely,

Mr. William Beardsley
1704b Llano St # 154
Santa Fe, NM 87505-5460





William Beaty 
<wmbeaty@ymail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Beaty

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Beaty
26204 W Aztec Cir
Flat Rock, MI 48134-1714





William Blaesing 
<wblaesing@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Blaesing

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. William Blaesing
114 Page Creek Blvd
Landrum, SC 29356-8836





William Blodgett  
<billb998@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Blodgett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Blodgett
937 Mandarin Trl
Jacksonville, NC 28540-9643





William Brogden 
<wbrogden@bga.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Brogden

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Brogden
130 Woodland Trl
Leander, TX 78641-9396





William Burrell  
<williamb@animas.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Burrell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Burrell
1401 E 3rd Ave Apt 216
Durango, CO 81301-5237





William Buss 
<bbuss@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Buss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Buss
449 Reclining Acres Road
Corrales, NM 87048-1185





William Buss 
<bbuss@salud.unm.edu
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Buss

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Buss
PO Box 1185
Corrales, NM 87048-1185





William Butler 
<williamabutler@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Butler

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Butler
6810 Florida St
Chevy Chase, MD 20815-4158





William Castle 
<bjcastle@vfr.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Castle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Castle

CA





William Coady 
<wleecoady@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:05 PM
Please respond to 
William Coady

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Coady
68 Rush St
Somerville, MA 02145-4115





William Crandall  
<bilcrandal@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Crandall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Crandall
8375 Buckthorn Ave
Hesperia, CA 92345-6863





WILLIAM CRANE 
<bilguana@socal.rr.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
WILLIAM CRANE

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. WILLIAM CRANE
22351 Mission Cir
Chatsworth, CA 91311-1257





William Crosby 
<wvcrosby@roadrunner.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Crosby

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Crosby
154 Joliette Ave
Erie, PA 16511-1232





William Cruz 
<wcruz2000@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Cruz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Cruz
434 W 19th St
New York, NY 10011-3804





William Dang 
<w_dang52@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Dang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Dang
358 Deerfield Ave
Irvine, CA 92606-7607





William Dent 
<billandjudy.dent@ntelo
s.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Dent

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: Caution on NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am a NiSource stockholder, but I am concerned that the NiSource
Habitat Conservation Plan seems designed to insulate the company from
any responsibility for endangered species it may put at risk, and I
find that unacceptable.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

William Dent
1690 Glenside Dr
Harrisonburg, VA 22801-2391





william diantonio 
<flydutchmotel@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
william diantonio

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. william diantonio
19 Kristen Ln
Mantua, NJ 08051-1660





William Dickinson 
<lukos0036@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Dickinson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Dickinson
205 Leslie Ln
Harvest, AL 35749-8874





William Dusold 
<wdusold05@verizon.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Dusold

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Dusold
221 Cypress Creek Rd
Severna Park, MD 21146-4007





William E Pfeiffer Jr  
<dino1226@swbell.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
William E Pfeiffer Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William E Pfeiffer Jr
150 W 54th St
Kansas City, MO 64112-2817





William Edwards 
<chipwiffy@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Edwards

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Edwards
1422 NE Loop 410 Apt H8
San Antonio, TX 78209-1540





"William E. Sarovec" 
<billsarovec@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
"William E. Sarovec"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William E. Sarovec
14 Clarendon Rd
Lake Ronkonkoma, NY 11779-1612





William farrow 
<wfarrow14@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
William farrow

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William farrow
53 Gervil St
Staten Island, NY 10309-4230





William Ferguson 
<hifi_24kt@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Ferguson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Ferguson
3363 La Clede Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-2227





William Fisher 
<wvfcpb@umkc.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Fisher

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

William Fisher
4301 Campbell St
Kansas City, MO 64110-1621





William Fraley 
<wjfdome@frontiernet.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Fraley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Fraley
W612 County Road H
Mondovi, WI 54755-7540





William Gardner 
<drogonfly_01@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Gardner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Gardner
1501 N. E. Torch Lake Dr.
Central Lake, MI 49622-9631





William Gibson 
<bgibson@gci.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Gibson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Gibson
1615 Tamarack St
Fairbanks, AK 99709-4132





William Gilbert  
<wilgilb@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:06 PM
Please respond to 
William Gilbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Gilbert
7517 Jomel Dr
Weeki Wachee, FL 34607-2018





William Goggin 
<william.goggin@usm.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Goggin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Goggin
402 Mandalay Dr
Hattiesburg, MS 39402-2039





William Gray 
<willeyg333@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Gray

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Gray
8537 S Doubleheader Ranch Rd Apt 6
Morrison, CO 80465-2555





William Gunn 
<onegunn@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Gunn

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Gunn
1330 Fall River Rd
Lawrenceburg, TN 38464-7518





William Hall 
<eaglegrad71@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Hall

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Hall
10 Gretter Rd
West Roxbury, MA 02132-7815





William Harpham 
<harpham1@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Harpham

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.
This whole corporate control of every agency of the government has got
to stop.  You people do not care about anything but your own pocket
book and how much corporations  fill it with.  We have your number.
Sincerely,
Wm. Harpham
1403 Portalis Ct.
Anacarotes, WA 98221



Sincerely,

Mr. William Harpham
1403 Portalis Ct
Anacortes, WA 98221-4030



William Hassel 
<wfhassel@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
William Hassel

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Hassel
200 Calle Del Norte
Sedona, AZ 86336-5012





William Hegerich 
<billhegerich@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Hegerich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Hegerich
40 Talon Cir
Murrells Inlet, SC 29576-6763





William Hutchings 
<whutc3712@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Hutchings

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Hutchings
3712 Country Club Dr Apt C
Birmingham, AL 35213-2854





"William J. Bolen" 
<landyacht65@aol.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
"William J. Bolen"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William J. Bolen
604-Sunshine Ct
Brick, NJ 087245108





"William J. Sneck S.J. 
Ph. D." 
<bsneck@jesuitcenter.o
rg>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to 
"William J. Sneck S.J. 
Ph. D."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William J. Sneck S.J. Ph. D.
501 N Church Rd
Wernersville, PA 19565-9623





William Knauber 
<bigknobs6@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Knauber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Knauber
18 Royal Palm Dr
Cheektowaga, NY 14225-3712





William 
Mahoney-Watson 
<will@humannatureart.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William 
Mahoney-Watson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Mahoney-Watson
15127 Quarry Rd
Lake Oswego, OR 97035-2525





william mittig 
<wpm@yosemite.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
william mittig

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. william mittig
4279 Grist Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701





"William M. Smith, Jr." 
<cudjoebillblogs@yahoo
.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"William M. Smith, Jr."

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William M. Smith, Jr.
21702 Asturias Rd
Summerland Key, FL 33042-4102





William Neill 
<willy_neill@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Neill

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Neill
923 W Altgeld St Apt 3
Chicago, IL 60614-2968





"William N. Howald" 
<wnhowald@gmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
"William N. Howald"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William N. Howald
13309 47th Dr NE
Marysville, WA 98271-8670





William O'Brien 
<wobobr123@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William O'Brien

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William O'Brien
12520 SW Gem Ln Apt 202
Beaverton, OR 97005-1360





William OHalloran 
<colodpm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William OHalloran

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William OHalloran
1032 Linden Gate Ct
Fort Collins, CO 80524-2396





William Pohley 
<wpohley@earthlink.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Pohley

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

William Pohley
95 S 525 E
Franklin, IN 46131-8207





William Pritchett  
<buffalo0743@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:02 PM
Please respond to 
William Pritchett

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Pritchett
8265-36th Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33710-1015





William Reber 
<hobiehelper@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Reber

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Reber
312 Celina St Lot 8
Livingston, TN 38570-1736





William Rhoads 
<remigio@covad.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Rhoads

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Rhoads
2519 N Randolph St
Arlington, VA 22207-5219





William Ridgeway 
<jamye_r15@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to 
William Ridgeway

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Ridgeway
842 N Sumner Ave
Scranton, PA 18504-1545





William Rogan 
<moondog32720@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Rogan

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Rogan
3936 Sunset Rd
Lehigh Acres, FL 33971-5636





William Rosenthal 
<brosent@hunter.cuny.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Rosenthal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Rosenthal
3705 Perdew Dr
Land O Lakes, FL 34638-4324





William Rouse 
<williambradley.rouse@
gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
William Rouse

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Rouse
2121 Minnehaha Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55404-3164





William Runkle 
<wgr0910@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Runkle

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Runkle
1610 Raub Rd
Felton, PA 17322-7962





William Schmidt 
<bill@turn-of-the-centur
y.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Schmidt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Schmidt
1676 Millsboro Rd
Mansfield, OH 44906-3374





William Scoble 
<wscoble@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Scoble

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Scoble
Hope Rd
Camden, ME 04843





William Sharfman 
<sharfman@umich.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Sharfman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Sharfman
50 Riverside Dr
New York, NY 10024-6555





William Solomon 
<billsolo@umich.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
William Solomon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Solomon
2353 Blueberry Ln
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-2212





William Stone 
<bill13.stone@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:02 PM
Please respond to 
William Stone

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Stone
6308 Shoal Creek Blvd
Austin, TX 78757-2724





William Taylor 
<sesbeqyinepu@gmail.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Taylor

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Taylor
325 Broadway St
Batavia, OH 45103-2805





William Toner 
<wtoner@twcny.rr.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Toner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Toner
9 highland ave
McGraw, NY 13101





William Turner 
<lobotigre@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Turner

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Turner
8072 Fairhill Dr NE
Warren, OH 44484-1910





William Wallin 
<wmwallin45@sbcglobal
.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
William Wallin

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Wallin
5337 Zara Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-2413





William Walraven 
<williamwalraven@sbcgl
obal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Walraven

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Walraven
1222 Sunset View Dr
Akron, OH 44313-7839





William Welles 
<sandywelles1@sbcglo
bal.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Welles

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

William Welles
PO Box 841
Pine Valley, CA 91962-0841





William Wilson 
<whwbsn@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to 
William Wilson

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Wilson
3635 SW Corbett Ave
Portland, OR 97239-4328





William Wood 
<williammwoodjr@yaho
o.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to 
William Wood

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Wood
1610 Logan St
Clearwater, FL 33755-2823





William York 
<wwyork@indiana.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
William York

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. William York
222 N Dunn St
Bloomington, IN 47408-4024





Williams Douglass 
<pdouglass01@verizon.
net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Williams Douglass

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Williams Douglass
10109 Davis Ave
Woodstock, MD 21163-1226





Willie Hinze 
<hinze@wfu.edu>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to Willie 
Hinze

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Willie Hinze
1825 Faculty Dirve
Winston Salem, NC 27106-5239





Willow Femmechild 
<willowf@gwi.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Willow Femmechild

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Willow Femmechild
81 Morning St
Portland, ME 04101-4429





Wilson Knox Bagwell  
<knoxberries@msn.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to 
Wilson Knox Bagwell

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wilson Knox Bagwell
PO Box 512
Earleton, FL 32631-0512





Winifred Rich 
<brightroses@centurylin
k.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Winifred Rich

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Winifred Rich
6034 Ponderosa Blvd NE
Hansville, WA 98340-9762





Winston McTague Jr  
<wmctaguejr@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Winston McTague Jr

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP
should be reduced to 10 or 15 years.

Stop this and go green,green is the future,and oil,gas,coal all are
dying off and like a light switch it will stop, and if we start
investing money for green energy instead of a pipe line,we would be so
much better off and getting ready slow and sure instead of hurry,got ta
have it yesterday! GO GREEN!

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,



Mr. Winston McTague Jr
24 Highland Ave
Newport, ME 04953-3229



Wm R Torrison 
<wrtor1373@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Wm R 
Torrison

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wm R Torrison
2425 S 18th St
Manitowoc, WI 54220-6455





Wyana Claxton 
<claxto_w@bellsouth.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to 
Wyana Claxton

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wyana Claxton
2525 Florida Blvd Apt 133
Delray Beach, FL 33483-4928





Wynn Bruce 
<wynndance@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Wynn 
Bruce

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wynn Bruce
3380 34th St
Apt D.
Boulder, CO 80301-1950





"W. Little" 
<littleor0@earthlink.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to "W. 
Little"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. W. Little
Cherry Creek Dr South
Denver, CO 802314070





"W. Wright Robinson" 
<wwr1018@hotmail.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to "W. 
Wright Robinson"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. W. Wright Robinson
PO Box 1494
Moab, UT 84532-1494





Xoxenia Harris 
<hawaiiansophieus@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Xoxenia Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Xoxenia Harris
34 Darnley Grn
Delmar, NY 12054-9707





Xuandai Hoang 
<xuandaihoang@yahoo.
com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Xuandai Hoang

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Xuandai Hoang
12817 Retoria Cir
Tampa, FL 33625-4112





Yasemin Rosanova 
<yazmasun@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Yasemin Rosanova

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Yasemin Rosanova
7108 California Ave
Hammond, IN 46323-2323





Yasunori Gohata 
<yasgohata@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to 
Yasunori Gohata

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Yasunori Gohata
14229 Carl St
Arleta, CA 91331-5214





Yazmin Gonzalez 
<evaunit2001@yahoo.c
om>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Yazmin Gonzalez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yazmin Gonzalez
9627 Maple St
Bellflower, CA 90706-5820





Yeda Arscott 
<yarscott@gmx.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Yeda 
Arscott

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Yeda Arscott
354 Little Elk Creek Rd
Lincoln University, PA 19352-9431





YEN PHAM 
<ypham3000@sbcgloba
l.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to YEN 
PHAM

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. YEN PHAM
3726-maxson rd #b
El Monte, CA 91732





Ynez Fernandez 
<ynez.fernandez@hawa
iiantel.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:32 PM
Please respond to Ynez 
Fernandez

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ynez Fernandez
493 Pio Dr Apt 214
Wailuku, HI 96793-2642





Yra Guevara Hokamp 
<aira_wind@atlanticbb.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Yra 
Guevara Hokamp

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Yra Guevara Hokamp
1745 Biarritz Dr
Miami Beach, FL 33141-4725





Yvette Pratt 
<misseey@maine.rr.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Yvette 
Pratt

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yvette Pratt
88 Summit St
South Portland, ME 04106-2256





Yvonne Aleman 
Quevedo 
<yaleman1@bellsouth.n
et>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:33 PM
Please respond to 
Yvonne Aleman 
Quevedo

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yvonne Aleman Quevedo
13651 SW 136th Pl
Miami, FL 33186-8934





Yvonne Neal 
<daisy2929@msn.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Yvonne Neal

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Yvonne Neal
8707 Falmouth Ave Unit 118
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8296





Yvonne Prete 
<ytriem@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to 
Yvonne Prete

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yvonne Prete
22 Linden Pl Apt 8
Brookline, MA 02445-7883





Yvonne Wootten 
<tweetie@greatlakes.ne
t>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:03 PM
Please respond to 
Yvonne Wootten

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Yvonne Wootten
7117 Huron Ave
Lexington, MI 48450-9283





Zach Colatch 
<ztcolatch@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to Zach 
Colatch

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zach Colatch

PA





Zachary Diem 
<diemon224@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Zachary Diem

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zachary Diem
28826 Rockledge Dr
Farmington Hills, MI 48334-1760





Zachary Totz 
<thenotunnameless@ya
hoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:34 PM
Please respond to 
Zachary Totz

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zachary Totz
17372 Collinson Ave
Eastpointe, MI 48021-3106





Zandra Talbert 
<zandrat@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to 
Zandra Talbert

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Zandra Talbert
1304 Arboretum Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-9159





Zeba Fahid 
<camcay@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to Zeba 
Fahid

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Zeba Fahid
15709 High Knoll Rd
Encino, CA 91436-3422





Zena Carmel-Jessup 
<zenacj@gmail.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:36 PM
Please respond to Zena 
Carmel-Jessup

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zena Carmel-Jessup
1100 Fairland Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20904-1408





Zeph Alegria-Garza 
<eleetforce@hotmail.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Zeph 
Alegria-Garza

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zeph Alegria-Garza
8542 Pioneer Gold
San Antonio, TX 78249-3746





Zion Woods 
<zionwoods@yahoo.co
m>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:03 PM
Please respond to Zion 
Woods

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zion Woods
1815 Mission Cliff Dr
San Diego, CA 92116-1235





Zoe Harris 
<zoehzoeh@yahoo.com
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:04 PM
Please respond to Zoe 
Harris

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zoe Harris
PO Box 265
San Anselmo, CA 94979-0265





zoe simon 
<starshipkm@aol.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:32 PM
Please respond to zoe 
simon

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. zoe simon
2236 N Cahuenga Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90068-2789





Zola Packman 
<zmpackman@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Zola 
Packman

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Dr. Zola Packman
1011 Nicholwood Dr Apt 201
Raleigh, NC 27605-3219





Zorine Rinaldi 
<zrinaldi@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:33 PM
Please respond to Zorine 
Rinaldi

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zorine Rinaldi
1019 1/2 Pine St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-3923





"(The Rev.) Allan B. 
Jones" 
<revabjones@att.net>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 08:35 PM
Please respond to "(The 
Rev.) Allan B. Jones"

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. (The Rev.) Allan B. Jones
722 Orchard St Apt 2
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3737





* Zentura 
<zeejaz@yahoo.com>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 06:33 PM
Please respond to * 
Zentura

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Ms. * Zentura
PO Box 4111
Casper, WY 82604-0111





******* ***** 
<sniffals@optonline.net
>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:04 PM
Please respond to ******* 
*****

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. ******* *****
* ******** **
**** *********, NJ 07849





_ _ 
<lcgonzal@library.ucla.e
du>
Sent by: Earthjustice 
<info@earthjustice.org>

11/17/2011 07:34 PM
Please respond to _ _

To: permitsR3ES@fws.gov
cc:

Subject: RE: NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan

Nov 17, 2011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service, Midwest Regional Director,

I am writing to register several concerns and requests regarding the
NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan.

First of all, the NiSource Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) is simply
too big to be done right. Currently, it covers 9.8 million acres, in 14
states, over 15,000 miles of pipeline in a mile-wide corridor, and may
affect approximately 100 federally listed endangered, threatened, and
candidate species. The plan needs to be partitioned into several, more
geographically and ecologically cohesive units.

Second, 50 years is far too long for permits to "take"
endangered species. It is impossible for either NiSource or the FWS to
know what the impacts of the pipeline, or other threats to species, may
be decades from now. It is inappropriate to grant a permit to a company
to harm or kill endangered species half a century into the future, when
no one knows what the status of those species may be in terms of
climate change, disease, further habitat loss, or a whole host of other
factors. Moreover, the strategies that NiSource and FWS have proposed
to account for such changed and unforeseen circumstances are simply
inadequate. The timeframe for the HCP should be reduced to 10 or 15
years.

The NiSource plan is something new, and if it goes forward at all,
needs to be done right. This HCP will pave the way for other
large-scale energy infrastructure projects around the country, both in
terms of geographic and temporal scope. If this one gets approved
without adequate analysis and protective measures for species, then
other corporations will be emboldened to follow suit.

In short, there is too much at stake and NiSource's request is too big
and puts too many endangered species at risk for too many years to be
approved as is.

Sincerely,

Mr. _ _


